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could confide, they were just the men who would 
not volunteer under officers unknown to them. 
This has always been the feeling—a feeling iafi- 
nitely increased by the Florida campaign, a cam- 

ign in which defeat and disaster, without any 
Fault or failure on their part, had been compen- 
sated for by harshness, unkindness, and ungen- 
erous sneers by their commander—sneers upon 
men who complained not of toil, starvation, or 
discipline, but only that they were not allowed 
to fight when an opportunity offered—men, sir, 
some of whom, as God is my Judge, I believe 
would have terminated the war if they had been 
in command. 

But, (said Mr. T.,) if these troops can be raised, 
how is it to be done? By establishing fifty re- 
cruiting stations, bringing the men together from 
distant quarters, electing their company officers, 
and sending the result here?—the officers, com- 

any, field, and general, appointed by the Presi- 
Sent from all quarters? Such a force cannot pos- 
sibly be brought into the field in less than six 
months; and when they are, they will come to a 
Aesolated country, an exterminated people. Do 
any doubt this? And yet with all this inevit- 
able delay, we are to be hurried, without discus- 
sion, into the adoption of this most important, 
most dangerous, and inefficient measure. r. 
T.. protested again and again against the topics, 
the exciting topics, which had been involved in 
this discussion. If these topics are proper, they 
are of course not in favor of this impracticable 
measure, but of some other that will be effectual. 
Is the country defenseless, unless we pass this 
amendment? Is it true that our Government is 
and has so long been so organized, that it cannot 
resist an Indian insurrection? He trusted not. 
Let the militia be called out, not only in sufficient 
numbers to suppress this insurrection, but to sup- 

ress, and forever, as well by its magnitude, as 

y the punishment it will inflict on all insurrec- 
tionary spirits among the Indians. There is 
power already to call out militia for three months. 

et it be done, and instantly done; and in the 
mean time let us deliberate with cool heads and 
steady nerves upon such other measures as may 
be necessary. Mr. T. would add that, if these 
men can be raised, which he did not believe, they 
would be exactly such men as he did not desire 
to organize, and under officers appointed by the 
Executive. 

Mr. HARDIN said gentlemen only differed as 
to the mode of putting down this war, as all were 
in favor of putting itdown. He thought, how- 
ever, the numbers of these Indians had been 
greatly exaggerated. He had no idea that there 
were six thousand Creek warriors in the field. 
He had no doubt but that gentlemen were sin- 
cere in stating what they had heard; but these 
reports were generally exaggerated. Besides 
this, he would inform gentlemen that a regular 
force was not the kind of force to put down those 
Indians. He had said, when the war first broke 
out in Florida, that mounted men from Kentucky 
or Tennessee were the kind of troops needed 
there; and he verily believed, if the Government 
had made a contract with western men to put 
down this war, that it would have been done for 
a few thousand dollars, where it would now cost 
the Government perhaps two or three millions. 
When the Black Hawk war was going on, the 
only efficient force which was brought against 
the Indians was the mounted men, and the regu- 
lar troops were of very little service. There was, 
to be sure, some discontent on the frontier; but 
he did not think that should be made a pretext 
for increasing the regular Army. He had no ob- 
jection to seeing twenty thousand militia called 
into service, but he protested against an increase 
of the lar Army. He alluded to thedifficult 
in reducing the Army after the last war, and ‘hd- 
verted tothe deleterious effects of standing armies 
in every country in the world. The gentleman 
from th Carolina was right in saying that 
regular soldiers could not be enlisted in the South 
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| and West; but tell them that you want militia, 


and that they would be commanded by their own 
officers, and you ®ould, in a very short time, raise 
ten thousand men. He thought, if they were to 
have a new conference with a committee ap- 
| pointed by the Senate, that the bill might be fade 


tility which might break out would induce the 


tity which’ but he hoped that no Indian hos- 
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| House to pass the bill as it was. He alluded to 
the destructive Indian wars which were carried 
on in the years 1790,-’91,-’92, which were put 
down by the militia, without the regular Army 
being over three thousand strong. 

Mr. HOLSEY said, the facts in relation to the 
Indian hostilities in Georgia and Alabama should 
be understood by the House. Information had 
reached him that the Indians were in open hos- 
tility; that they had murdered several of the cit- 
izens; that women and children were flying ftom 
their homes for protection; and the fact that up- 
wards of three thousand citizens had deserted 
their homes, was sufficient to convince him that 
there was a necessity for speedy action upon this 
bill. Those people were not the people who would 
fly from their homes unless there was actual dan- 
ger; and gentlemen could not persuade him that, 
the hardy cultivators of the soil would desert all 
their resources without there being an actual In- 
dian invasion. I could not sit silent and hear the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. a say, that 
there was not more than six hundred of these 
hostile Indians. He pressed the House to recede 
from their disagreement to the Senate’s amend- 
ment, because it was his firm conviction that, 
unless they did so, the bill would be defeated. 
Mr. H. went into an argument to show that there 
was no danger to be apprehended from this bill, 
and also to show that it was not unconstitu- 
tional, 

Mr. CONNOR called for the orders of the 


day. 

Mir. MILLER asked that the vote might be 
taken by general consent. 

Objection being made, Mr. M. moved to sus- 
pend the rules until twelve o’clock, for the pur- 
pose of disposing of this question. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG called tor the yeas and 
nays on the motion to suspend; which were or- 
dered, and were—yeas 156, nays 37. 

So the motion to suspend the rules was agreed 


0. 

Mr. SPEIGHT thought the bill had been amply 
discussed, and that every member was prepared 
to vote upon the proposition before the House; 
he, therefore, moved the previous question; which 
was seconded—ayes 106, noes not counted. 

Mr. PATTON remarked, that considering this 
bill as involving a violation of the Constitution, 
he asked for the yeas and nays on the previous 
question; which were celied, 

The House then determined that the main 
question (which was on receding from their dis- 
agreement to the Senate’s amendment) should be 
put—ayes 126, noes 70. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, asked for the 
yeas and nays on the main question; which were 
ordered, and were—yeas 74, nays 123. 

So the motion torecede was decided in the neg- 
ative. 

The House then insisted upon its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate. 


POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


The House then proceeded to the further ex- 
cution of the jpesiek adden’ and, on motion of 
Mr. CONNOR, resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Surwer.anp in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill to change the organiza- 
tion of the Post Office Department, and to pro- 
vide more effectually for the settlement of the 
accounts thereof. 

The a te pending was the following amend- 
ment of Mr. Sureips: 
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and willfully deposit, or cause to be deposited, or offer to 
deposit, in any post office in the United States, or any of the 
Territories thereof, any incendiary handbill, almanac, news- 
paper, pamphlet, print, picture, painting, or other incendi- 


| ary paper or document, for the purpose that the same may 
| be transmitted by the mail into any of the slaveholding 


States or Territories of the United States, wherein the cir- 
culation of the same shall have been, or may be forbidden 


| by the laws of such State or Territory, with the intent to 
| excite the slaves, in any of said States or Territories, to in- 


surrection, or domestic violence, upon due conviction 
thereof by a jury of the country in any of the district courts 
of the United States having cognizance thereof, he, she, or 
they, so offending, for each and every offense, shall be fined 
in a sum not less than §——-——, nor more than §——--——, 
or imprisoned for a period not more than months, nor 
less than ——— months, at the discretion of the court before 
whom such conviction shall nave been had. 

Sec. —. ind be it further enacted, That nothing con- 
tained in the acts of Congress which establish and regulate 
the Post Office Department of the United States shall be 
construed to protect any postmaster, mail carrier, ot other 
officer or agent of said Department in knowingly publishing 
or circulating in any of the slaveholding States or Territo- 
ries aforesaid, any incendiary handbill, almanac, newspaper, 
pamphlet, print, picture, painting, or other incendiary paper 
or document, the printing, publication, or circulation of 
which shall be prohibited by the constitution or laws of that 
State: Provided, That such constitution or hws be not, in 
that respect, incompatible with the Constitution and laws 
of the United States ; and any postmaster, mail carrier, or 
other officer or agent aforesaid, offending in the premises, 
is declared to be amenable to the State jaws and tribunals 
in the same manner, and to the same extent, as any other 
citizen or resident of the said State, not in the service of 
the United States. 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That any handbill, 
almanac, newspaper, pamphlet, print, picture, painting, or 
other paper or document, which shall have been, or shall 
be, printed, uttered, or published, with the intent to insti- 
gate or excite the slaves of any of the said slavebolding 
States or Territories to insurrection or domestic violence, 
or which shall have manifestly a tendency thereto, shall be 
deemed and held to be incendiary, within the true intent 
and meaning of this act. 

Mr. SHIELDS addressed the House at length 
upon the subject embraced in his amendment. 

e adverted to the importance of the subject 
itself, and to the fact of the President of the 
United States having called the attention of Con- 
gress to it in his last annual message. It was 
one that demanded the deepest investigation, and 
that without delay. It was to meet the recom- 
mendation of the Executive that Mr, S. had 
drafted his Sree He then referred to the 
letter of the Postmaster General on the same sub- 
ject, and proceeded to review the acts and designs 
of the Abolitionists, and the danger to be appre- 
hended from them. According to their own re- 
ports there were three hundred and fifty socicties, 
all regularly organized, with officers and execu- 
tive committees, distributing pamphiets, papers, 
circulars, prints, &c., in every possible way, 
either by special agents or through the mail. The 
object of these societies was identical with that 
of the Amis des Noirs during the first French rev- 
olution, whose designs and labors eventually 

roduced the dreadful scenes in St. Domingo. 

e quoted a remafkable expression of Robes- 
pierre on that occasion, that he would rather see 
all the colonies perish than that the society should 
abandon its principles; which was a parallel to a 
well-known declaration of the abolition society 
in this country. After cursorily reviewing a 
variety of historical facts on the subject, he went 
on to show that the General Government ought 
to interfere, or at least it was a subject requiring 
the gravest deliberation, so far as regarded the 
transmission of incendiary papers. He examined 
at length the compact binding the States together, 
by which it was seen that pro ¢! in slaves could 
not be interfered with either by the General Gov- 
ernment, or by one State with another. But 
there was a power given to the General Govern- 
ment, that of regulating commerce among the 
several States, and to establish post offices and 
post routes, which came within the provisions 
of his proposition. ; 

Mr. HALL, of Vermont, said he concurred 
with the gentleman that the subject of slavery 
was one over which the slaveholding States alone 
respectively had power, and if it had been shown 
that the States had exerted their power, and had 





Be it further enacted, That whosoever shall knowingly (| failed, then he would consider the gentleman’s 
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amendment. He held that Congress had no power 
over the subject of slavery, but he also held that | 
it had no constitutional power to restrict the pro- | 
ductions of the press passing through the mail. || 
They could prescribe the mode by which pack- || 
ages should be conveyed, their postage and 
weight, but the moment they took upon them- | 
selves the power to examine into the character of | 
publications, to look into the sentiments they con- | 
tained, or the mode of expressing them, and de- | 
termine upon their tendency, that moment they | 
invaded the Constitution. They had no power | 
to become, themselves, the censors, or to erect a 
censorship of the press. If the amendment should | 
prevail, it would be a direct blow to the liberty | 
of the press, and would establish a principle || 
which would give Congress the power, not only | 
to abridge the liberty of the press, but absolutely || 
to undermine and destroy it. 

The amendment was then negatived without a || 











count. 
Mr. MANN, of New York, moved to add the || 
word ‘‘money’’ in the clause prescribing what | 
the postmasters should receive free of postage 
and frank; which was agreed to. 

Mr. REED moved an additional clause, pro- 
viding that nv tax should be paid, directly or in- | 
directly, by any individual having the accommo- | 
dation of private boxes or pigeon-holes at the 
post offices, to the postmaster of said offices, but || 
that said box or pigeon hole should be constructed | 
at the expense of the individual requiring it, and | 
that he should pay one dollar per annum to the 
Government therefor. 

After a few remarks from Messrs. REED, 
McKIM, MANN of New York, HARPER, 
ASH, WARDWELL, CONNOR, BRIGGS, 
and PEARCE of Rhode Island, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD suggested a substitute | 
for the amendment, providing that no rent what- | 
ever should be charged for any box or pigeon- | 
hole by any postmaster or deputy postmaster, | 
but that they should be constructed at the expense | 
of the Post Office Department. 

Mr. REED accepted this in lieu of his own. 

After a few words from Messrs. PARKER, 
REED, JOHNSON of Louisiana, MANN of | 
New York, and HARLAN, the amendment was | 
rejected. | 

| 











Mr. BELL moved an amendment, to come in 
as the first section of the bill, providing that the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, should appoint three commissioners, 
at an annual salary of $3,500 each, and who 
should hereafter perform all the duties of the 
Postmaster General, and that the act authorizing | 
the appointment of the Postmaster General be 
repealed; which was rejected. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, pro- 
posed an amendment to the twenty-fourth section, 
providing that, in addition to the penalty of being 
disminesd from office, any person employed in 
the Post Office Department who shall become 
interested in any contract should also be liable to 
pay es much as would have been realized by said 
contract, to be recovered as gn action of debt in 
any court having jurisdiction over the subject, 


| 
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Mr. CONNOR said it met his, as he believed 
it would the committee’s, approbation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved an amendment, | 
providing that if any person having the franking | 
privilege shall make use of it for the purpose o 
enabling other persons to evade the privilege, 
shall be punished with fine and imprisonment. 

Mr. WISE hoped the gentleman would em- 
brace a provision making it an impeachable of- 
fense om ore one United States to frank | 

amphlets an ers for the purpose of promot- | 
fn the elaction ofa puccsseor. to the Presidency. 
he amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, proposed an 
amendment providing that the clerks embraced | 
in the bill shall be in liew of all the clerks em- 
ployed at present in the Post Office Department | 
under former acts of Congress; which, after a | 
few words from Messrs. JOHNSON: of: Ten- | 
nessee, CONNOR, MANN of New York, and 
BRIGGS, was withdrawn. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, offered an 
amendment providing that the Post Office De- 
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peciment should be open for the transaction of 
usiness for ten hours in the winter, and twelve 
in the summer; which was rejected. 

_ Mr. HARLAN moved an amendment provid- 
ing that, in every case of dismissal by the Post- 


| master General, he should file the reasons there- 


for, &c.; which was rejected. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, moved the 
following in Jieu of the nineteegth and twentieth 
sections of the bill: 

One chief clerk, F0; one assistant postmaster gen- 
eral, $2,100 ; four clerks, each $1,800; ten clerks, $1,500; 
thirty-five clerks, each $1,200; twenty-three, each $900. 

Rejected. 

Several other amendments were moved and 
ost. 

On motion of Mr. CONNOR, the bill was laid 
aside; and 

The committee proceeded to consider the bill 
establishing certain post routes, and to alter and 


|| discontinue others. 


Numerousamendments were offered and agreed 
to, and others were proposed and negatived, when 
the committee rose and reported the two bills to 
the House as amended; and, on motion of Mr. 
MANN, of New York, the bills were made the 
special order for Thursday next, ateleven o’clock, 
and the latter bill was ordered to be printed as 
amended. 

[Pending the consideration in committee of the 
mail route bill, the Speaker momentarily resumed 
the Chair, and, on motion of Mr. Lewis, the 
House agreed to a second joint committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses upon the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill authorizing the President to accept the ser- 
vices of volunteers, and a committee was appoint- 
ed on the part of the House.] 

The House then, at seven oclock, p. m., ad- 
journed. 





IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, May 21, 1836. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Frankuiy, their Clerk, 
stating that the House agreed to the resolution of 
the Senate for the appointment of a committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses to the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
authorizing the President toaccept the services of 
volunteers, and for raising an additional regiment 
of iight dragoons, and that the House had ap- 
pointed a committee on their part. 

Mr. WHITE presented the petition of a num- 
ber of citizens of Tennessee, praying for the estab- 
lishment of anew post route; whith was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Messrs. SOUTHARD,TALLMADGE,HEN- 
DRICKS, PRENTISS, TOMLINSON, and 
NAUDAIN, severally reported, without amend- 
ment, bills that had been referred to standing 
committees. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported, without amendment, the bills for the 
relief of James Steele and David Hunt. 

Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom had been refer- 
red the petition of Thomas Sewall and others on 
the subject, reported a bill to incorporate the 
Washington Manual Labor School ; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported, without amendment, the bill for 
the relief of James Tucker. 


SILAS FISHER. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, the bill for the 
relief of Silas Fisher was taken up; and, after 
having been explained and agvocated by Mr. W., 
was ordered to be engro for a third reading. 


DISTRICT BANKS. 


Mr. KENT moved to take up the bill to re- 
charter the banks of the District of Columbia, 

Mr. BENTON said he should oppose the taking 
up any measure whatever, except a defense or 
appropriation bill, till the fortification bill was 
disposed of; and he therefore asked for the 


su 
and nays ion the motion of the Senator from 
Maryland. 
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The yeas and nays having been accordingly 
ordered, the question was taken and decided” in 
the negative—yeas 16, nays 16, the Chair giving 
the casting vote. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House were sev- 
erally read twice and refertedi 

The bill making an appropriation for the re- 

irs of the United States arsenal at Charleston, 

uth Carolina; 

The bill to provide for the better protection of 
the western frontier; and 

The bill to establish an arsenal in the State of 
North Carolina. 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


The resolutions lying on the table were sever- 
ally considered and agreed to, with the exception 
of the resolution introduced by Mr. Hussparp 
relative to banks in Florida. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. LINN, the bill making ap- 
propriations for the purchase of sites, the collec- 
tion of materials, and for the commencement of 
certain fortifications, was taken up; the question 
being on Mr. Benton’s amendment as modified 
by Mr. Preston to strike out $101,000 for forti- 


fications at Penobscot, and insert ** For fortifica- ° 


tions at Penobscot bay, —— dollars per annum 
for two years.”’ ; 

Mr. BENTON then addressed the Senate ina 
speech of some length in favor of the amend- 
ment and the bill generally. 

Mr. SOUTHARD addressed the Senate in 
opposition to the bill. 

essrs. HILL and WALL severally ad- 
dressed the Senate in favor of the bill; after 
which, 

Mr. CALHOUN moved that it be laid on the 
table to enable him to make a report from the 
committee of conference; which motion was 
agreed to by general consent. 


SERVICES OF VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. C., from the committee of conference 
appointed to confer with a similar committee of 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses as to the Senate’s amendment to the bill 
authorizing the President to accept the services 
of ten thousand volunteers, and to raise an addi- 
tional regiment of light dragoons, reported that 
they had had a meeting with the committee of the 
House of Representatives, and that they had 
jointly agreed to recommend an amendment te 
their respective Houses, in substance as follows: 

The President is authorized to accept the ser- 
vice of volunteers, the number not exceeding ten 
thousand, in companies, regiments, brigades, and 
divisions; the officers to be commissioned in the 
manner prescribed by the laws of the several 
States from which these volunteers may offer 
themselves; where regiments, brigades, or di- 
visions volunteer. They shall be commanded by 
the same officers by whom they shall be com- 
manded at the time of volunteering; and that for 
volunteers offering their services in single com- 
pee. the President shall organize them into 

attalions, regiments, brigades, and divisions, 

and apportion the battalion and field officers 
among the States from which said companies 
shall come. 

After some remarks from Messts. KING of 
Alabama, and CALHOUN, the report was laid 
ah eee hac de 

ta subsequent period of the day, a message 
was rebeived trot the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Franxuin, their Clerk, stating that the 
ouse had adopted the re 
committee of cunference, an 
rence of the Senate therein. _ 

On motion of Mr, CALHOUN, the report and 
message of the House were then considered, and 
on the question, ** Shall the Senate concur in the 
amendment recommended by the committee of 
conference ?”’ 

_ kt was decided in the affirmative. 


FORTIFICATION BILL——AGAIN. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, the fortification 
bill was again taken up; and after some remarks 
from Mr. CALHOUN in opposition to the amend- 


asked the concur- 


rt made by their 
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ment, the question wastaken, and it was adopted 
by the following vote: 


YEAS — Messrs. Ben’ Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of a Se ~ Hubbard, King of Alabama, 


Linn a Ni Ruggles, Shepley 
Tall " . alker, Wall, and Wri t-~20. . ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, 
Hendricks, King of Georgia, M m, Naudain, Nicholas, 


Robbins, Swift, Tomlinson, and White—13. 

Mr. BENTON then moved to fill the blank 
with $75,000, so as to make the yr agen 
for Penobscot for two years $75, or each 

ear; which, after some remarks from Mr. 

RESTON, Who thought the sum too large, was 


agreed to. : 

Mr. PRESTON then moved to strike out the 
appropriation of $100,000 for fortifications at 

ennebec river, these being one of the places for 
which there were no estimates or surveys. _ 

After some remarks in support of the motion 
from Messrs. CALHOUN and PRESTON, and 
from Mr. BENTON, in opposition to it, the 
question was decided in the negative—yeas 7, 
nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Calhoun, Ewing of Ohio, King of Geor- 
gia, Mangum, Preston, Robbins, and White—7. 

NAYS —Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Davis putes of Illinois, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Hub- 
bard, King of Alabama, Linn, Morris, Nicholas, Robinson, 
Russles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Walker, Wall, and Wright— 


Mr. BENTON- moved further to amend the bill 
by striking out the appropriation of $100,000 for 
fortifications at Kennebec river, and inserting 
$100,000 for the same object for the year 1836, 
and $200,000 for the year 1837. 

Mr. PRESTON moved that the Senate adjourn; 
which was lost—ayes 12, noes 13. 

Mr. WALL moved to amend the amendment, 
so as to make it read $100,000 per annum for two 
years; which motion was agreed to. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment as amended; and it was adopted—yeas 19, 
nays 9; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, Linn, Morris, 
Nichotas, Niles, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, 
Walker, Wall, and Wright—19. 

YEAS—Messrs. Calhoun, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Hen- 
dricks, King of Georgia, Mangum, Preston, Websté, and 
White—9. 

Mr. BENTON moved further to amend, by 
striking out the appropriations for fortifications 
at Portland, and inserting for the same object 
$75,000 per annum for two years; which motion 
was carried in the affirmative—yeas 20, nays 8; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, Linn, Morris, 
Nicholas, Niles, Preston, binson, Ruggles, Shepley, 
Tallinadge, Walker, Wall, and Wri ht—20 

NAYS—Messrs. Calhoun, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Hen- 
ate King of Georgia, Mangum, Webster, and White— 


Mr. PRESTON moved that the Senate adjourn; 
which was lost—ayes 11, noes 15. 

Mr. P. then moved to strike out the appropri- 
ations for fortifications at Portsmouth; which 
motion was lost without a division. 

Mr. BENTON moved further to amend the 
bill, by inserting in lieu of the appropriations for 
fortifications at Portsmouth, ‘‘ for fortifications 
at Portsmouth, $150,000 annually for two years.”’ 

On taking this question it was found that there 
‘was not a quorum voting. 

The following is the vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, Linn, Nicholas, 
Niles, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Walker, 
Wall, and Wright—1 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Hendricks, and White—3. 

Mr. DAVIS moved that the Senate adjourn; 
which was lost—ayes 8, noes 13. 

There still being no quorum, 

_ On motion of Mr. GRUNDY, the Senate ad- 
journed, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, May 21, 1836 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
report made by Mr. Puvcxney, from the select 
committee on the subject of the abolition of sla- 


very. 
; The immediate question pending was the mo- 
tion of Mr, Roserrson to recommit the report to 








the same committee, with instructions to report ever, it is not directly occupied. It is not alleged, 











a resolution that Congress 
tutional power to abolish 
of Columbia. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, who was entitled to the 
floor, addressed the House at considerable length 
in support of his motion to recommit the report 
with instructions. 

I avail myself of the permission of the Chair, 
(said Mr. R.,) to enter into a somewhat fullcr 
exposition and vindication of the resolution I had 
the honor to submit a few days past, than I then 
had an opportunity of doing. This is due to 
myself; to those who sent me here; but above all 
to the solemn importance of the question, and the 
vast magnitude of the interests itinvolves. I shall 
endeavor, sir, to perform this task—for which, 
however, I am conscious of possessing no ade- 
quate powers, either physical or mental—as calm- || 
ly and dispassionately as the nature of the subject 
will permit; and to abstain, if possible, from 
those exciting topics by which its discussion has 
been almost invariably characterized. 

I have already assigned some reasons for dis- 
satisfaction with the report of the select commit- 
tee, and for the opinion expressed, that it would 
be considered as virtually surrendering the con- 
stitutional question. If it could have been met 
satisfactorily to the South, no sufficient excuse 
can be offered for waiving it; and all will believe 
it was avoided, because of the difficulty of making 
good the position for which we contend. The 
chairman tells us, as an apology for taking this 
course, that the committee abstained from exam- 
ining it, ** because they were not instructed to discuss } 
it.”’ Sir, the instructions, so far from prohibit- || 
ing this discussion, plainly authorized and re- || 
quired it. They enjoined it upon the committee 
to report that, “fin the opinion of this House, 
Congress ought not to interfere, in any way, with 


ossesses no consti- 
avery in the District 


! 

















-slavery in the District of Columbia, because it | 


would be a violation of the public faith, unwise, 
impolitic, and.dangerous to the Union; assigning 
such reasons for these conclusions, as in the judg- 
ment of the committee may be best calculated to 
enlighten the public mind, to allay excitement, to 
repress agitation, to secure‘and maintain the just 
rights of the slaveholding States and of the people of | 
this District, and to restore sare and tran- 
quay among the various sections of this Union.” 

hus it appears that full latitude was allowed the 
committee, in supporting the conclusions which 
the House desired to see maintained; and what || 
stronger reason could they have assigned, than || 
that the proposed interference with slavery in this 
District would be a direct infraction of the Con- | 
stitution? This reason alone would have been | 
sufficient. It embraced all the positions the House | 
had taken; for if the measure could be shown to | 
be unconstitutional, it must of necessity be abreach | 
of faith, wnwise, impolitic, and dangerous. Sir, the | 
committee were not justified in omitting to inter- 
pose this constitutional barrier in defense of our 
rights, if it was in their power to do so; and their 
failure to occupy the strongest of all positions 
will be rasmine as a concession of their want of 
ability to maintain it. 

Independently of his instructions, the chairman 
of the committee, especially, stood bound to dem- 
onstrate the unconstitutionality of the proposed 
interference. In a letter to which his name is 
affixed, addressed to the electors of the Charleston 
electorial district, (South Carolina,) he uses this 
language: 

* And now I ask my fellow-citizens seriously to consider. 
and candidly to decide, whether, as I have already succeeded 
in obtaining a solemn declaration by Congress, that ‘any 
interference with slavery in the District of Columbia would 
be a violation of the public faith,’ if I should also succeed 
in procuring the adoption of a report, insisting and demon- 
arpa aren en cee 
saad Gaght rete imine wits slavery in District of 
Columbia ;—whether, doing this, { really deserve to be stig- 
matized as a traitor to the South ?”” 

Sir, I will avply no such epithet to the chair- 
mani of the committee, whether he succeed or fail. 
But is he likely to realize the expectations he has 
raised ? Does not the report declare that the eom- 
mittee have abstained even from thé examination 
of the constitutional question? [t is true, that in 
another of the report, the ground indicated 
in this letter is approached. Even there, hew- 
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nor demonstrated, that a breach of faith is uncon- 
stitutional; but that, to prove the act in question 
a breach of faith, is tantamount, in its binding 


| obligation to the Goverament, to a positive decla- 
| ration that it would be so. 
| does not necessaril 


The moral obli 
import a consti 


tion 
obli- 


gation, but.is something of equivalent force. Not 
satisfied, however, with this position, the report 


| goes on to insist that the moral obligation is even 


more efficacious. 


on. 


| 
| 





/can long or successfully be defended. 


** What is the meaning of the declaration we by the 
House in relation to the Distriet of Columbia? [s it not 
that Congress cannot and will not do an act which it has 
proclaimed to involve a violation of the public 


faith? Does it not afford every security to the Soath which 


| itis in the power of the Federal Government to amford ? fs 
| it not tantamount in its binding obi 


the Govern- 
ment to a positive declaration, that the abolition of slavery 
in the District of Columbia would be unconstitutional? 
Nay, is it not even more efficacious in point of fact? Con- 
stitutional provisions are matters of construction. 

opinion of one House upon an abstract controverted point 


| may be overruled and reversed by another. But when Con- 
| gress has once declared that a particular act would be @ 
| violation of the public a, © it to be supposed that it 


would ever violate a pledge thus given to the country ?!’ 


The whole stress of the argument is to prove, 
not that to violate the pledge would violate the 
Constitution, as the letter proposes, but that such 
a pledge gives a security equal, or even superior, 
to the Constitution itself. But does not ever 
man see that this argument is unsound and fal- 
lacious? I confess I was surprised to hear it ad- 


| dressed, at this time of day, to the representatives 


of the American people, by a gentleman, too, 
coming from the South. 

What folly was it in our ancestors, if this be 
so, to spend days and months in anxious delib- 
eration framing written constitations for each of 
the States, and for the Union, containin arded 
limitations against abuses of power! hy did 
they not discover the superior efficacy of this moral 
obligation, which veahilian every act that violates 
good faith between man and man, and reposes the 
rights of their countrymen upon the good faith, 
the good sense, and the justice of those who were 
to administer their Government? If, as the report 
declares, a succeeding Congress may reverse the 
opinion of a prior one in reference to the con- 
struction of a written constitution, may they not 
also controvert an opinion in respect to the exist- 
ence or efficacy of a moral obligation? Must 
there not exist even greater contrariety of opinion 
upon questions of moral propriety hos of legal 
construction ? 

Sir, if the chairman of the committee could 
have plage the rights of the District upon the 
ground of the Constitution, he has neglected to 
place them upon the only ground on which they 
I cannot 
agree that notions, of moral obligation merely, 
are higher security than the positive injunctions 
of our fundamental law. Give us the Constitu- 
tion as our defense; 1 want no higher security. 
We had a right to expect this from him, It has 
been affirmed on this floor by one of my colleagues, 
[Mr. Wise,] that the chairman gave an explicit 
pledge that the question should be placed upon 
thatground. I have heard no denial of this state- 
ment. “But the geptiemen I observe, is not now 
in his seat, and I forbear, therefore, to make any 
further remark upon that subject. Perhaps he 
will insist that he has redeemed his promise; that 
he has convinced, or will convince, the House, 
that every violation of good faith is a breach of 
the Constitution. I fear he will find himself mis- 
taken; but if not—if he shall succeed in produci 
this conviction, then the House, I trust, as we 
as himself, will concur in supporting the resolu- 
tion now under consideration. If the majority 
shall be of opinion that the measure is unconsti- 
tutional, and will unite in saying so, it is imma- 
terial by what course of reasoning each may arrive 
at that conclusion. Let us declare the opinion 
that it is a violation of the Constitution, and each 
réconcile his vote to his constituents, or his own 
conscience, upon whatever grounds his judgment 
may best approve. ' It is to the Constitation, Mr. 
Speaker, that those whom. I have the honor to 
represent—nay, sir, the entire State itself from 
which I come, acting through her immediate rep- 
resentatives, have appealed for protection. 

At the late session of the General Assembly, 
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the House of Delegates adopted, by a vote of i believe there is one of them who has maintained 


one hundred and six to thirteen, a resolution upon | 
this subject, of which that now under consider- 
ation is an exact copy. It was offered, permit me 
to say, not by one of those whose patriotism might 
be questioned on the ground of opposition to the 
ruling powers, but by one of the orthodox faith— 
by a staunch friend of the Administration. The | 


Administration majority in that Hodse almost | 
unanimously, perhaps without an exception, sus- | 
tained it. ume thi 
position: the Legislatures of Georgia, Mississippi, 


| 


it, that can be seduced or driven from it. There 
is yet a gallant band prepared to meet all the con- 
sequences it may involve—to make a voluntar 
sacrifice, if necessary, of political prospects, 
life itself, sooner thay shrink from what they 
consider their duty to their country and its Con- 


| stitution. They are assigned to defend the pass 


which may lead to its destruction. In defending it, 
hopeless as it may seem, they may maintain it, 


or does Virginia alone assume this || or, should they fail, may yet afford time for those 


they would protect to prepare for a better defense. 


and Louisiana, if I have not been misinformed, || We are stationed on the ramparts of the Consti- 


have adopted similar resolutions; one of them, || tution. 


perhaps, going still further, and threatening to | 
secede from the Union, if any measure should be | 
adopted endangering the security of the slave- 
holding States. I do not advert to these threats 
as approving them: they ought, perhaps, never 
to be made. It will be time enough to talk of 
that when the crisis shall arrive, if itever should, | 
when no other alternative is left us but to sever 
the Union, or surrender the rights it was intended 
to protect. But such language shows what ought 
to be known, the danger to result from counte- 
nancing, in any way, the schemes of the Aboli- 
tionists. 

The States of South Carolina and Alabama, 
also, it is said, have denounced the measure in 
question as a usurpation. This is precisely equiv- 
alent, ali will admit, toa declaration that itis un- 
constitutional. Thus six southern States have 
concurred in pronouncing the contemplated inter- 
ference an infraction of the Constitution. With 
this fact before us, who will condemn the Repre- | 
sentatives on this floor for speaking their voice, | 
and maintaining their rights on the very basis on | 
which they themselves have placed them ? 

But, say gentlemen, where is the policy of | 
assuming this position? There isan overwhelm- | 
ing majority against you. The gentleman from 
South Carolina {Mr. Pinckney] asks why occupy | 
this ground with a moral certainty of being driven 
from it? Sir, the same rules that should govern 
us in our private transactions should govern 
us in our ees character. In both hon- 
esty is the best peer: This may not be the | 
politician’s creed: and if not, I thank God I am 
no politician. The gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Bynum] can see no reason for vressin 
this proposition, unless it is that the party wit 
which he supposes me to act are more accustomed 
to defeats than he is. Sir, it may be so. I vote 
for every measure which I consider constitutional 


| 


















and beneficial to my country; otherwise I vote 
against it, and never stop to inquire whether the 
Administration party, or the Opposition, vote with 
me or against me. The idea of being in a mi- 
nority has for me no terrors. We may be de- 
feated by this overwhelming majority; but in 
contending against it I will say, the fewer our 
numbers the greater the honor of the struggle. 

In vindicating the claims of the South, on the 
very grounds it has assumed, I trust her Repre- | 
sentatives will be united. In an early period of 
the discussions on this subject, this was the view, | 
as I understood it, of almost the whole southern 
delegation: especially of that of my own State. 
My colleagues, three of whom now sit near me, 
were, for the most part, decidedly of opinion that 
we should insist upon a direct and unequivocal 
vote—a disclaimer of the owe to do what the 
Abolitionists demanded. In a speech delivered 
by one of them, {Mr. Gartanp,] much com- 
mended in the loyal prints of the day—and I do 
not mean to question its merits—I find this pas- | 
cage: : | 

* But, say gentlemen, why press the constitutional ques- 
tion now? IL reply, we press it from the most urgent and 
imperious necessity. It is due to our safety, to our quiet, 
that we press it. Every other form in which this question | 
has been presented has failed to secure us against the rep- | 
etition of these memorials and petitions. Nothing, itseems, | 
short of a declaration on the part of Congress of | their want | 
A constitutional power, will restrain these fanatical crusa- 

ers from seeking the intervention of Congress in aid of 
their diabolical schemes, and perpetually harassing the 
eountry.”’ 

Mr. GARLAND rose and sxid, he not only | 
had taken the ground as stated by his colleague, 
but desired distinctly to repeat that he still ad- 
hered to it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I did not suspect my col- 
league of any intention to abandon it; nor will I 








Shall we be induced to march out of our 
stronghold and meet the enemy in the open field ? 

Sir, if the commander-in-chief, on a memorable 
occasion, had committed this folly, and deserted 
his intrenchments, we should never have heard 
of the glorious victory of New Orleans. No, 
sir; never let us give up the stronghold of the 
Constitution. Let us not repose too much confi- 
dence in the good faith or the justice of those who 
have power over our lives or our liberties. Those 
who trust too much to the mercy of men in power, 
may probably realize the fate of the unfortunate 
Texans who fell at Goliad. They may surren- 
der at discretion, and be destroyed in detail—mur- 
dered by divisions. For myself, if I stood alone, 
never but with life would I yield up the citadel of 
our rights. If the day shall come when it must 
fall, I am content to perish with it. 

Mr. R. gave way, without concluding, to a call 
for the orders of the day. 


FLORIDA WAR. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Florida, and 
by general consent, the House went into com- 
mittee (Mr. Puivuirs in the chair) on the bill to 
provide for the eayenes of expenses incurred, 
and supplies furnis ed, on account of the militia 
received into the service of the United States for 
the defense of Florida. The bill was read as 
follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed 
to cause to be paid the expenses that have been incurred 
and the supplies that have*been furnished, in the States of 
South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Louisiana, and the 
Territory of Florida, on account of the militia received into 
the service of the United States for the defense of Florida: 
Provided, That the accounts of these claims shall be ex- 
amined and audited at the Treasury, as in other cases. 

Mr. WHITE moved to amend the bill by in- 
cluding in its provisions the militia first called 
into service by Generals Clinch and Hernandez. 

This amendment (said Mr. W.) was rendered 
necessary by a very rigorous technical construc- 
tion of the first section of an act providing for the 
ee of the militia who has been in service. 

e did not consider that the amendment was ne- 
cessary, because it was before provided for— 
other and higher authority has thought further 
legislation is necessary. e must yield to it. 
The gallant men who has been in service, for 
whom this provision is intended, did not want 
for orders from the War Department. They 
rushed to the field upon a call from General 
Clinch upon the brigadier general of the militia 
of East Flo: ida; which order is as follows: 

Str. Aveustine, December 1, 1835. 

Genera.: Since writing to you last evening another 
express has arrived from Fort King, bringing me such in- 
formation as to compel.me to change my plan of operations, 
and it will not be in my power to give your section of 
country that protection that I wished and intended. You 
must, therefore, rally the gallant spirits on the east of 
the St. John’s, and endeavor to protect yourselves. [ will 
use my best efforts to keep the hostile party sufficiently 
amused to prevent them from paying many visits. 

I will thank you to apprise the Spring Garden settle- 
ments and the settlements south of you, as early as possible, 
to be on the = ou , tata 

In much haste, I remain, General, yours with high respect 

, , *D. L. CLINCH, 
Brevet Brigadier General United States Army commanding. 
8. Hine Witurams, A. D. C. 
Gen. J. M. Hernanpez, Tomdoka. 


Mr. W. read, in the course of his remarks, a 
number of letters showing the distressed situa- 
tion of the frontier. 

The following were among the letters read by 
the delegate from Florida: 

Extract from a letter dated 


“ JACKSONVILLE, April 28, 1836. 
* My Dear Sir: —- Smith last week informed me 
that some doubts existed in his mind that the act passed 
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was not full enough to insure us our pay, and that he had 
told General Hernandez to write you immediately on the 
subject. Do have an amendatory act passed, as our people 
will be worse ruined by the United States’ refusal to pay 
than many have been by Osceola. 

“Scott has done us great injustice and injury; he has 
marched to Tampa and back in, without effecting any 
one object; and during his abandonment of the settlements 
the Indians have made an attack on Fort Drane and carried 
off several horses, and to-day [ am informed that Mr. 
McIntosh’s sugar-house has been burned. 

“There is no alternative now left for the United States, 
unless they intend to abandon East Florida to Osceola, but 
to call on the East Florida militia again; and without pay 
for what has been done, I doubt much whether our regiment 
eould be induced to furnish a sergeant’s guard. 

“Men cannot leave their families without something to 
eat. As to the resolution of yours for the delivery of rations, 
it is a complete nonentity.” 


Extract of a letter from St. Augustine, dated 


* May 1, 1836. 

* General Hernandez and Mr. Douglass had an interview 
with General Scott to-day, and he informed them that he 
was going to give up all operations till December next. 

** When these gentlemen asked him about the protection 
of the inhabitants in the country during the summer, I un- 
derstood them to say that his answer was very unsatisfac- 
tory. He told them, however, that many of the planters 
would necessarily have to abandon their plantations and 
crops : this is what | have apprehended. It appears that he 
does not care about the destruction of property, and the 
sufferings of the inhabitants, or how long he delays the 
war. All this is nothing to him. Yousee how itis: we 
are all to be sacrificed, and the country depopulated, for the 
want of a little exertion. Something must be done at 
Washington, or nothing will be done ig Florida.” 


Extrdet from a letter dated 


“Sr. AveusTine, May 1, 1835. 
“Dear Sir: Several planters had armed their negroes, 
and returned to their plantations, in hopes that they might 
yet be able to make a crop this year; but they will now be 
obliged to abandon them again, and seek for some place of 
safety. Il have = ordered my overseer to remove mine 
to this place, and it is believed some will leave the country 
altogether. I think you ought to see the Secretary of War, 
or the President himself, and urge the propriety of there 
being a mounted force raised from among the inhabitants 
of the country, to scour the same during the summer 
months, otherwise our roads will be intercepted by the In- 

dians, and all intercourse with the interior be stopped.’’ 








Extracts from a letter dated 


‘Fort Georce, Fiorina, May 8, 1836. 
*T wrote you from St. Augustine, 6th instant, advising 
of our dismal prospects of safety, owing to the retreat of 
the arf@y under General Scott, and his want, either of good- 
will or means, of protecting us.”? 
“Clinch they all speak highly of, and regret that he was 
ever superseded.” 
“IT never saw so dreadful a prospect of annihilation to 
East Florida. <A great proportion of the slaves, the only 
roductive poet we have, are already carried off by the 
ndians. great proportion of those which have escaped 
are carried off and sold out of the Territory. Another 
portion are now about being sold in Augustine to the slave- 
dealers from the West, who are hovering round like vultures 
after a favorite prey. Alachua is about being broken up; 
and except, perhaps, a couple of hundred on the sea islands 
about the mouth of the St. John’s, I can see no available 
labor in East Florida for this year.”? 


Extract of a letter from 


“ TALLAHASSEE, 10, 1836. 

“ We are just informed, by express from St. Mark’s, that 
the Gadsden troops are fighting the Indians within view of 
the bomb-proof, but we do not yet know the result. We 
are truly anxious to hear the fate of these brave men, who 
are always firstin the field. If it be disastrous to the whites, 
I know not what will happen.” 


Extract of a letter dated 


“ CuarRLesTon, May 15, 1836. 

“Dear Sir: The rules of the Army applicable only to 
ordinary cases, and framed chiefly for regular troops, have 
been brought to bear upon a movement which was peculiar 
in its character, and in relation to which all of these rules, 
itseems to me, should have been dispensed with. Men 
were wanted on the instant; they were hastily collected, 
and sent down, for dispatch, on the railroad. The expense 
of transportation was refused to be paid. On their arrival 
here, no sufficient provision was made for quartering and 
supporting them ; and we were told ‘ that Government had 
nothing to do with troops until they were regularly mus- 
tered into service.’ When the difficulties first occurred in 
East Florida, several vessels; loaded with provisions and 
military stores, were instantly forwarded from this place 
for the relief of the suffering inhabitants, and two compa- 
nies of volunteers were nized to be sent on for the pro- 
tection of St. Augustine. The volunteers were taken off 
our hands by General Eustis, but the other expenses, vol- 
untarily incurred, have, I think, not yet been discharged. 
This you can ascertain, however, from the War Depart- 
ment. I have not a shadow of doubt, if the liberal spirit 
displayed in reference to Florida by the citizens of Charles- 
corresponding spiriton the part of the War Department 

irit on rt ar en 

and all the officers acting under their authority, that it would 
have been easy now to send any force for the protection of 
Florida that could have been desired. But our constituted 
authorities, as well as our own citizens, have been taught, 
by their recent experience, that a zeal which prompts them 
to rush forward, without calculating the cost, and regardless 
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‘orms, is not duly appreciated by the Federal Govern- 
of for or their officers. I think that nothing short of a lib- 
eral n, put at the control of the Governor, to be 
expe at his discretion, in organiz: a force to be com- 
manded by State 


—— could enable him to send to the 
defense of Upper lorida such a regiment of rangers as you 
think necessary for that purpose.”’ 


Extract of a letter from St. Augustine. 

« Consequently most of us have no money to purchase 
provisions ; and as to hiring out any number of negroes, it is 
impossible. Nothing can be done in the country, and no 
one wants them; and if he keeps them, they are likely to 
starve. Itis a very hard case, indeed, to compel a man to 
sell one part of his family to support the other. If the Gov- 
ernment is not able to protect us, they ought not certainly 
to suffer us to starve. 

“ According to the late orders received here from the 
Secretary of War, about provisions, no person can receive 
any without they areactually paupers. The result will be, 
if this state of things lasts six months longer, there will be 
none in East Florida but paupers, for every man that can 
get away will move away.” 


Mr. PINCKNEY conceived that the bill did 
embrace the whole of the corps employed in the 
Floridas. 

Mr. SPEIGHT explained that the amendment 
was necessary, for the first section of the bill did 
not provide for the object embraced in the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida, was also given to 
understand, by a letter received that morning, that || 
the volunteers called out by Generals Clinch and 
Hernandez would not be paid under the former 
bill; and he read a letter from the Secretary of 
War to the same effect. 

After a few words from Messrs. OWENS, 
JOHNSON of Kentucky, and CAMBRELENG, 

Mr. GLASCOCK suggested a modification of 
the amendment as follows: 

And such other militia and yolunteers as have been re- 


ceived and mustered into the service of the United States, 
and regularly discharged. 








} 


‘ 


He explained in a few words the object of his 
amendment. 

Mr. HAWES wanted to know if any estimates 
had been sent to the House, and if the bill was 
intended to provide for those who were mustered 
into the service, and afterwards refused to fight 
and went home? 

Mr. GLASCOCK replied that his amendment 
met the gentleman’s question by the phrase *‘ reg- 
ularly discharged.”’ 

Mr. HAWES was not satisfied with that, as it 
did not go far enough. The men might have been 
discharged by their own officers, and he certainly 
would not vote a dollar to such men. 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida, said there were no 
troops in Florida that had refused to fight. There 
were some whocame near the border, and retired 
upon some disagreement with their officers; but 
the bill was not intended to embrace them, nor 
could be so construed. 

Mr. GLASCOCK remarked that, if his amend- 
ment were agreed to, it was sufficiently explicit. 
The words, ‘‘ regularly discharged from the ser- 
vice,’’ could only mean a discharge by the offi- 
cers of the United States. 

The amendment of Mr. G. was then agreed to 
nem. con. 

The amendment as amended was then also 
agreed to. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, moved further 
to amend the bill by inserting in the first section 
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| to them, yet he hoped the gentleman from Ala- 


| secure the immediate payment of the money, 


| time in reference to the irregular and hasty 
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negative; but he hoped there would be no objec- 
tion to it. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY thought it should under- 
go the revision of that committee. He remarked 
that there were a great many instances of miiiiia 
having been called out in this way in the late war, 
without any claim having been made upon Con- 
gress. Atall events he hoped the gentleman from 
Alabama would not embarrass or incumber this 
bill by oo proposition at that time. 

Mr. MARTIN wasata loss to see how it could 
embarrass the bill, for his proposition was of a 
character identically the same as the provisions 
of the bill. 

Mr. SPEIGHT said, though he thought the 
expenses thege men had incurred should be repaid 
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bama would not then press the subject. 

After a few further remarks from Messrs. 
MERCER, LAWLER, HUNT, and WHITE 
of Florida, 

Mr. MARTIN said, not to delay or prejudice 
the passage of this bill, and at the suggestion of 
his friend, he would withdraw the amendment. 
He wished the House, however, distinctly to un- 
derstand, that he should ask legve to introduce a 
resolution by which this subject should be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. OWENS moved to insert the words ‘‘ out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, ”’ 

{r. BRIGGS hoped the amendment would 
not prevail, for the bill was merely an explana- | 
tory one of a former bill. If it should prevail, it 
would be making the bill a new appropriation, 
which was not the intention of the committee | 
who reported the bill. 

Mr. OWENS explained that his object was to 
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but if his amendment would conflict with the in- 
tention of the committee, and being anxious for 
the speedy passage of the bill, he withdrew the 
amendment. 

Mr. PINCKNEY moved to amend the bill as 
follows: strike out ‘‘in’’ the States, and insert 
‘*by’’ the States, and also add the following: ‘‘ or 
individuals or corporations.’’ He said his object 
was to provide for the repayment of advances 
made by banks in the State from which he came. 

Mr. GLASCOCK requested the gentleman to 
withdraw the amendment; and after a few words 
by both gentlemen, Mr. P. withdrew it. 

Mr. MASON, of Ohio, then spoke for some 
man- 
ner in which such important bills as this were 
lately hurried through the House. 

The committee then rose and reported the bill 
and amendments to the House. 

The SPEAKER having resumed the chair, the 
bill as amended in committee was then taken 
up, and the amendments read. 

Mr. JARVIS said he should not oppose the | 
bill, but he did dissent from the manner in which | 
the House was transacting its business. The 
requisite information failed to come from the Ex- 
excutive Department in a regular manner. In- 
stead of the House receiving executive commu- 
nications through the Chair, a communication was 
received by a chairman of a committee, and the 
first the House heard of it was when the bill was 
reported. This ought not to be tolerated. He 





the word *‘ volunteers’’ after the word ‘‘ militia;’’ 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment pro- 
viding for the payment of all reasonable expenses 
of such volunteer companies as were formed and 
marched to the seat of government of Alabama, 
at the call of the Governor of said State, and who 








were notreceived and mustered into actual service || serted, without fear of contradiction, that, from 


on account of the requisite number of companies 
having been received before their arrival there. 
Mr. M. briefly explained that a eee had 
been made by Governor Clay, of bama, and 
a large body of men, assembled from various 
parts of the State, at the seat of government; 
many more than were wanted. All his amend- 
ment required was, that they should be remuner- 
ated in the expenses they had actually incurred. 
Mr. WHITTLESEY. of Ohio, inquired if this 
subject had been submitted to the Military Com- 
mittee of the House? 
Mr. MARTIN was understood to reply in the 
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did not say this from want of respect to the Sec- 
retary of War, for he had the highest opinion of 
that gentleman. He moved to recommit the bill 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SPEIGHT denied that the manner in 
which the suggestions had been sent to the House 
were either disrespectful or irregular. He as- 


the origin of the Government to the present time, 
no estimates for a bill of this character were sent 
through the Speaker. The uniform practice had 
always been the same as in the present instance. 
This bill had now been reported by the Mili 
Committee, and been before the House upwards 
ofa mouth. He appealed to the gentleman to 
withdraw the motion to recommit. 

Mr. JARVIS replied that he had never reported 
any bill, which was an original measure, under 
the circumstances he had complained of in regard 
to the present. 

Mr. HAWES should vote to recommit this 


ida, as suggested b 








bill to the Military Committee, and he did not 
know whether he should vote against it or not 
when it again came up for consideration. The 
gentleman from North Carolina seemed to have 
overlooked a most material fact, that a new pro- 
vision had been inserted in the bill that morn- 
ing, upon the motion of the gentleman from Flor- 

the Secretary of War ina 
letter to himself, [Mr. Wanrte,]) which had never 
undergone the revision of the Military Commit- 
tee. 

The motion to recommit was further discussed 
by Messrs. GRANGER, PARKER, EVER- 
ETT, CAMBRELENG, WHITE of Florida, 
JOHNSON of Tennessee, BELL,GRENNELL, 
LINCOLN, and WARD. 

Mr. JARVIS then withdrew the motion. 

The discussion was further continued b 
Messrs. VANDERPOEL, GRAVES, JUDSON, 
WHITTLESEY of Ohio, PARKER, ADAMS, 
and WHITE of Florida; when the amendment of 
the Committee of the Whole was concurred ia, 
and the bill was passed. 


SERVICES OF VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. LEWIS, from the joint committee of con- 
ference, appointed on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Flouses upon an amendment of the Senate 
to the bill authorizing the President to accept the 
service of volunteers, reported several amend- 
ments to said bill; which were agreed to, 


RESOLUTIONS. 
On motion of Mr. WISE, by leave, it was 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House all the measures 
taken by the Administration to suppress Indian hostilities 
in Florida; also to communicate all the information in his 
possession relative to the cause of those hostilities. 


On motion of Mr. MARTIN, by leave, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making provision 
for the payment of the reasonable compensation of such 
volunteer companies as were formed and repaired to the 
seat of governgpent of the State of Alabama, upon the call 
of the Governor of said State, and were not received into 
the service, on account of the disturbances in Florida, as 
well as for the Creek service, the requisite number of com- 
panies having been received before they arrived; and that 
the accompanying communication upon this subject from 
his Excellency C. C. Clay, Governor of the said State, be 
referred to that committee. : 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House ad- 
journed. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, May 23, 1836. 


Mr. WALKER rose and said there had been 
forwarded to him the proceedings of a large and 
respectable meeting of citizens of the State of 
Mississippi, held at the court-house of Warren 
county, which he had been requested to present 
to the Senate. The resolutions contained in these 
proceedings (Mr. W. said) instructed their Rep- 
resentatives and requested their Senators in Con- 
gress to use their utmost endeavors to obtain 
from this Government the immediate recognition 
of the independence of Texas, stating the reasons 
which have induced the people of this county to 
urge this measure. The time had now arrived, 
Mr. W. believed, for action on this subject; and 
he therefore moved the reference of these pro- 
ceedings to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. W. handed up to the table the resolutions 
in a printed form; upon which 

The CHAIR stated that a paper in that form 
could not be received—that it must be attested by 
the real signatures of some of the parties, or ac- 
companied by a letter vouching for its authen- 


ticity. 

Mr. WALKER said that he was himself satis- 
fied of the authenticity of the proceedings. Their 
having been sent in a printed form was merely 
for the convenience of transmission; and that he 
had received a letter orPthe subject, but that in 
consequence of its containing also matters of a 

rivate nature, he did not wish to communicate 
it for publication. 

The CHAIR stated that the rule of the Senate 
was imperative on this subject. 

Mr. WALKER said that if it was out of order 
to receive this paper he would, in obedience to 
the instructions of his constituents, move the 
reference of the proceedings of the citizens of 
Cincinnati, having a similar object in view, pre- 
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Mr. Morais. 
Mr. MORRIS did not feel on to take up 
these resolutions at this time. This was a ver 
important question, which would, inall probabil- 
ity, produce some excitement in the country, and 
he was not prepared to act on it before it became 
necessary to act. He was not willing to take all 
that he had heard as facts, until officially commu- 
nicated. It was true it was a glorious struggle, 
in which our citizens, and he eg the rest, felt 
a deep interest; nevertheless, he did not go the 
length of the Senator from Mississippi, (Mr. 
Watxer.} He had received from the capital of 
his State proceedings of a meeting of highly re- 
spectable citizens, warmly espousing the cause of 

‘exas; and he was the first to present to the Sen- 
ate proceedings on this subject. The recogni- 
tion of Texas involved a question which did not 
meet the eye, and which was beyond the mere 
recognition of her independence—a question that 
would convulse this Union from one end to the 
other; and the observance of prudence and cau- 
tion was necessary. While there was agitation 
on this subject it was not the most appropriate 
time foractionuponit. It might have a material 
effect upon some portions of the country, and he 
therefore thought the time had not yet arrived 
when it woe peopers in his judgment, to act. 

Mr. PRESTON, with great satisfaction, ten- 
dered to hisfriend from Mississippi the use of 
the memorial on the subject of Texas, presented 
by him some days since. It might have been 
supposed, that he would call up this memorial 
himself, and he had proposed to do so this morn- 
ing; but he had much rather second the views of 
the gentleman from Mississippi, and follow in his 
wake,than take the lead himself. There was 
much propriety in this movement coming from 
that quarter. The zeal and ardor which that gen- 
tleman had manifested on that subject, and the 
power interest in the affairs of ‘Texas which 

is constituents had exhibited, alik@qualified him 
to take the lead on this occasion. e was glad, 
for another reason, that the gentlemanfrom Mis- 
sissippi was the first to move in this business. 
He himself was in the minority, belonging to 
that party which had no control over the desti- 
nies of this country, except by repulsion; and, 
therefore, the motion coming from a distinguished 
member of the party of the Administration would 
have a more powerful effect than one coming from 
him. It showed the strength of the cause of 
Texas, and indicated the feelings of the Admin- 
istration party in its behalf; or if it did not in- 
dicate such feelings, it showed that a powerful 
eurrent of public sentiment was urging them on. 
He had expected this morning to follow the lead 
of other Senators. He had expected that the 
Senator from New York would have presented a 
memorial on this subject from that great State, 
containing such a vast number of signatures as 
to putall others in the shade; and he had also 
expected that a memorial of the same nature 
would have been presented by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

_ The period had now arrived when, if public 
information was not false, some action on the 
orp of this Government would be proper. He 

id not mean direct and positive, but initiatory 
action, to put things in a course of investigation. 
If a tithe of that information was true, no one 
could question but that the domination of the 
President of Mexico was forever at an end. If it 
was true that his army was dispersed, his person 
captured, and the Texan army triumphant, Texas 
was in the situation supposed some days since, 
” the Senator from Sicconsbeesete, aving a 

vernment de facto, and being to all intents and 
purposes independent. They had, it was true, 
received no official confirmation of this intelli- 
gence; and therefore it %as not proposed to do 
more than take the initiatory steps to obtain 
farther information through the Committee of 
Foreign Relations; but without over estimating 
the feelings of the Senator from Mississippi, he 
would take it for ted that, if instead Ot these 
rumors they had been in ion of official 
confirmation of the Texan victory, the gentleman 
would at once have laid a resolution on the table 
= = immediate recognition of the independence 
of Texas. 


sented some sf since by the Senator from Ohio, 










Mr. WALKER accepted with t pleasure 
the proceedings tendered him ier she ‘Soaner 
from South Carolina, (Mr. Presron.]} 

Mr. MORRIS said he would not now object 
to the use of the Ohio proceedings by the Senator 
from oar aaae i. 

Mr. WA then moved the reference of 
all the proceedings and memorials in relation to 
Texas to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
He said that his feelings had perhaps been more 
deeply excited than those of any other Senator, 
by the fact, that he attributed the death of a ve 
nearand much beloved relative, in passing throug 
Texas immediately proceding the late s le, to 
the unwarrantable proceedings of the Mexican 
authorities in Texas. Mr, W. éaid he spoke 
and acted on this subject upon his own responsi- 
bility, and not, as was supposed by the Senator 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Presron,] as the or- 
gan of the Administration. Mr. W.said he had 
no authority to represent the President’s views 
on this subject, but that, were he to give his own 
opinion of those views, Mr. W. could not doubt 
but that, as a man, the President could not be 
otherwise than friendly to the cause of those who 
were struggling for liberty against usurpation in 
any quarter of the globe; that the love of lib- 
erty still glowed as warmly in the bosom of our 
venerable President as when, in the morning of 
life, he shed his blood in defense of his country 
in the war of the Revolution; that whatever 
might be the feelings of the President, as a man, 
he would, no doubt, so discharge the duties of 
his office as to preserve unsullied the national 
faith and the national honor. 

If (said Mr. W.) the accounts we have received 
from Texas were official, he would have moved 
a resolution for the immediate recognition of the 
independence of Texas. Mr. W. believed these 
accounts to be true; but, as the information was 
unofficial, he had moved the reference of the 
Texas memorials to the Committee on Forei 
Relations, in the expectation that they would 
immediately investigate the subject, and be en- 
abled to present the facts to us in that authentic 
form which would justify immediate action. 
When South America was not yet wholly disen- 
thralled from the power of Spain—when the scale 
was still balancing, and the question not yet 
entirely determined which should preponderate, 
liberty or despotism, Congress had acted upon 
the question of South American independence. 
And, at a late period, when the struggle of Greece 
was still progressing—when her classic soil was 
still the theater of a sanguinary and doubtful 
conflict—when the Moslem crescent had not yet 
faded before the dawn of liberty, the distinguished 
Senator from Massachusetts had moved to ac- 
credit an agent toGreece. If we were warranted 
in thus acting upon that occasion, why refuse 
now to investigate, through the appropriate com- 
mittee, the situation of affairs in Texas? The 
intelligence is, that a division of the Mexican 
army ‘has been overthrown, and the survivors of 
the contest captured by the troops of Texas; that 
Santa Anna, the leader of the Mexican army, and 
the head of the Mexican Government, the very 
man in whose person that Government was con- 
centrated, was. also a prisoner; and that he had | 

| 


| 
| 


consented to the exaltation of Texas, and the 
immediate recognition of her independence. If, 
then, (said Mr. W.,) Texas has maintained, 
upon the field of battle, that declaration of inde- 
pendence made by her many months since—if 
that independence has been acknowledged by the 
head of the Mexican Government, and Texas 
evacuated by the Mexican troops—if there be 
now a Government de facto in operation in Texas, 
and her enemies overthrown, we must, upon the 
principles that have always guided our course, 
recognize at once the independence of Texas. 

r. WEBSTER said that, if the peuple of 
Texas had established a Government de facto, it 
was undoubtedly the duty of this Government to 
acknowledge their independence. The time and 
manner of doing so, however, were all matters 
proper for grave and mature consideration. He 
should have been satisfied had this matter not 
been moved again till all the evidence had been 
collected, and until they had received official 
information of the important events that had 
taken place in Texas. As thts proceeding had 
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been moved by a member of the Administration 
party he felt himself bound to understand that 
the Executive was not opposed to taking the first 
steps now, and that in his opinion this proceed- 
ing was not d rous or premature. Mr. W. 
was of opinion that it would be best not to act 
with precipitation. If this information was true, 
they would doubtless before long hear’ from 
Texas herself; for as soon as she felt that she was 
a country, and had a country, she would natu- 
rally present her claims to her neighbors, to be 
recognized as an independent nation. He did 
not say that it would be neces to wait for 
this event, but he thought it would be discreet to 
do so. He would be one of the first to acknowl- 
edge the independence of Texas, on reasonable 

roof that she had established a Government. 
There were views connected with Texas which 
he would not now present, as it would be pre- 
mature to do so; but he would observe that he 
had received some information, from a respectable 
source, which turned his attention to the very 
significant expression used by Mr. Monroe, in 
his message of 1822, that no European Power 
should ever be permitted to establish a colony on 
the American continent. He had no doubt that 
attempts would be made by some European Gov- 
ernment to obtain a cession of Texas from the 
Government of Mexico. 

Mr. MORRIS said, that on this question he 
was in hopes he should be able to make himself 
fully understood. He explained his views of the 
effect of the motion of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi, [Mr. Waker,] which, he thought, was 
premature and hasty. Mr. M. disclaimed bein 
under executive influence in this matter. e 
went with, and for, the people of the State he 
represented. It was true he respected the execu- 
tive will, when he knew it officially. But (he 
asked) where was the Government or the author- 
ized agents of Texas? Those gentlemen who 
were here as agents, he believed, had shown no 
credentials from the authorities of Texas. He 
would go as far as any gentleman on this floor in 
favor of civil and religious liberty, and held that 
all men were born free and equal. When he acted 
as the humble organ of a portion of the people 
of this Government, he desired to act on some- 
thing official. He would be prepared to act on 
this important event at the proper time, and he 
believed that the time would soon arrive. He 
could sympathize in the feelings of the Senator 
from Mississippi, [Mr. Warker.] That Senator 
had reason to feel in this matter, having met with 
the loss of a near relative. But he ought not to 
suffer his judgment to be misled by the intensity 
of his feelings. They might, out of these walls, 
act in their individual capacity like men; but 
when acting as Senators they should be cautious. 
But, as the Senator from Mississippi said, time 
would be taken for consideration by the commit- 
tee, if referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations; and as that committee was an able one, 
he would withdraw his objections to the refer- 
ence. 

Mr. WALKER stated that, from the observa- 
tions of the Senator from Ohio, it would seem 
that the gentleman supposed that his course on 
this occasion had been dictated by the impulses 
of his heart, and not by his judgment. The gen- 








tleman was deeply mistaken; for there was no 
| one subject upon which he had more deeply re- 


flected, and more deliberately consulted his judg- 
ment, than on the subject of .Texas. At the 
period when the treaty was made by which the 
valley of the Mississippi was dismembered, and 
Texas surrendered to a foreign Power—at that 

riod, not yet having arrived at the age of man- 
rr and not being entitled to a vote, he had ex- 
pressed his conviction against the treaty, and by 
addresses in 1826 in the public papers, over his 
own signature, had shown his opposition to that 
unwise and important measure. 

These were the deliberate dictates of his own 
judgment, before he ever had a relative in Texas 
—before he was a resident of a southern State, 
and before he ever expected to have a seat on 
this floor. These (he said) were not southern 
feelings—they were not northern feelings—no, 
they were the feelings which were wholly Ameri- 
can, prompted by an ardent zeal for civil and 
religious liberty; and which, he trusted, would 
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ever have influence in every American bosom. It 
was the solemn and deliberate conviction of his 
judgment, that ae recognize the inde- 
ence of Texas, whenever they were satis- 
that she had an established Government. 
hether they extended their jurisdiction to Tex- 
as, as he desired, or not, they should congratulate 
themselves that American institutions, American 
feelings, our freedom, our language, and our kin- 
dred race, predominated over that fair country, 
instead of the colored mongrel race, and . 
ous tyranny, and superstitions of Mexico. They 
had not, it was true, received official confirmation 
of the glorious intelligence which there was so 
much reason to credit. If they had, he would 
have at once laid a resolution on the table, look- 
ing to the acknowledgment of the independenée 
of Texas; but not having received such official 
information, he did not propose more at present 
than to take the initiatory steps of an inquiry by | 
the appropriate committee. 





The Senator from Ohio referred to the agents 
from Texas now in this city as being private 
agents = He begged leave to tell the gentle- 
man that they were public and accredited agents, 
and not the Lies respectable because they were 
once American citizens, and not less respectable 
than the accredited agents of the tyrant and 
usurper, Santa Anna. They had been told to 
wait till Texas had established her independence. 
She had established it, and was able to maintain 
it. By her great and glorious victory, she had 
her oppressor in her power, and could dictate to 
him what terms she pleased; and Mr. W. said, 
the battle in which Santa Anna was captured 
was next in importance to the civilized world to 
the conflict which terminated in the surrender of 
Cornwallis, and would be equally decisive of the 
fate of an infant republic. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, was aware, from the 
present state of feeling on the subject of Texas, 
that every wise and prudent course would be 
construed n opposition to the recognition of 
the independence of that country; but so long as 
he remained on that floor he would throw him- 
self in opposition to every effervescence of feeling 
which he conceived militated against the high 
character of this country for good faith and the 
preservation of treaty stipulations with foreign 
countries. He knew not whether the intelligence 
from Texas was true or not—he hoped that it 
was true; but that should xotalter the true course 
of policy which this Government had invariably 
pursued towards foreign Powers. We ask not 
—_ Mr. K.) whether they have established a 

overnmentof liberal principles or a despotic Gov- 
ernment; we do not ask on what principles their 
Government is founded. We only ask if they 
have established a Government on settled prin- 
ciples; and having satisfied ourselves of that fact, 
we proceed to acknowledge them as a nation. It 
was on this principle that we recognized the Gov- 
ernment of the Republic of France, established 

on the ruins ofthe old monarchy; it was on this 
principle that we recognized the Consular Gov- 
ernment established in the same country, and | 
again recognized the Imperial Government, after- 
wards the Kingly Government of the house of 
Bourbon, and now the French monarchy as at 

resent existing. On this principle we had uni- 

ormly acted, and correctly acted, with respect to 
all the new Governments with whom we had had | 
intercourse. Let us first see a Government estab- 
lished, and then only can we act according to the 
principles laid down from the first formation of 
this Government. 

Was there a man who did not deeply sympa- 
thize with them, and desire to see them freed from 
their op ors? Did they acknowledge her 
independence at once? No, far from it; the elo- 
quence of the Senator from Kentucky was exerted 
in vain in the Hall of the other House; our Gov- 
ernment felt itself restrained by a sense of pru- 
dence and of justice; and it was not till after we 
had sent agents to see whether a Government 
existed, and what that Government was, that 
they ized them as an independent nation. 
Se would he act now; so would he that this Con- 
gress and this Administration should act on the 
present occasion. It was said that the move- 
ment of these proceedings in the Senate was to 
be regarded as an évidence of the feelings and 
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wishes of the Executive on this subject. He 
had had no communication whatever which would 
enable him to know what were the wishes and 
feelings of the Chief Magistrate; but he should 
think that the individual at the head of this Gov- 
ernment was too wise and too prudent to hazard 
— premature action in relation to a matter in- 
volving such importantconsequences. Heshould 
have been better pleased had honorable gentlemen 
faited for the further development of coming 
events, and not, when the public mind was ina 
state of effervescence, receive, as implicit, every 
rumor which was favorable to the cause of Texas. 
They should have waited until they could act in 
accordance with the long-settled policy of this 
Government. Then he would have been disposed 
to go with the Senator from Mississippi, and 
recognize the independence of Texas, when she 
had proved that she really possessed that inde- 
pendence. He could not see the necessity of 
sending this memorial to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, as they had not the means of 
obtaining any information not already in the 
pee of the public. If the motion should 
e pressed, and tae memorial sent to the commit- 
tee, he hoped they would let it sleep, and not 
recommend any action uptil they were in posses- | 
sion of the fullest information, enabling them to | 
act in accordance with the settled policy of this 


Government, and becoming to the national Legis- 
ature and to the nation. 

Mr. MANGUM hoped the Senate would send 
this matter to the committee, not to sleep, for 
they ought to report something on the ube, 
From the relation in which he stood as a member 
of that committee towards the Executive, he 
ought to be cautious not to embarrass that Depart- 
ment of the Government; and from local causes 
it would naturally be expected he should have 
some feeling on this subject. 
not move in the matter until the Executive moved. 


He would not vote fora reference of them, orany | 


other proceedings to embarrass the Executive 
Department. He alluded to a bill before another 


branch of Congress to fix the boundary line be- | 


tween this Government and the Government of 
Mexico, and they ought to act with some deli- 
cacy. He knew he would be denounced ina cer- 
tain quarter as wanting in a due sense of feeling 
for Texan. But ‘when Texas came up to the 
standard of independence, he was prepared to act 

romptly, but was not willing to embarrass the 

xecutive upon mere newspaper rumor. He 
would vote against the reference on the ground 
that he was unwilling to take any step until he 
could go the whole length. At presentthere was 
no authentic information that there was any Gov- 
erament in Texas. He would not yield that he 
had less sensibility than others in behalf of Texas, 
and being unwilling that the committee should be 
embarrassed by this delicate question, he would 
move to lay it on the table. 

Mr. CAL 

add more strength to the cause of Texas to wait 
fora few days until they received official con- 
firmation of the victory and capture of Santa 
Anna, in order to obtain the more unanimous 
vote in favor of the recognition of Texas. He 
had been of but one opinion from the beginning, 
that, so far from Mexico being able to reduce 


If he had, he dare | 








deeply interested in preventing the country from 
having the power to annoy them; ard the navi- 
gating and manufacturing interests of the North 
and East were equally interested in making it a 
part of this Union. He thought they would 
soon be called on to decide these questions; and 
when they did act on it, he was for acting on 
both together, for recognizing the independence 
of Texas, and for admitting her into the Union. 

Though he felt the deepest solicitude on this 
subject, he was for acting calmly, deliberately, 
and cautiously, but at the same time with decis- 
ion and firmness. They should not violate their 
neutrality; but when they were once satisfied that 
Texas had established a Government, they should 
do as they had done in all other similar cases— 
recognize her as an independent nation; and if 
her people, who were once citizens of this Re- 
public, wished to come back to us, he would 
receive them with open arms. 

If events should go on as they had done, he 
could not but hope that, before the close of the 
present session of Congress, they would not onl 
acknowledge the independence of Texas, but ad- 
mit her into the Union. He hoped there would 
| be no unnecessary delay—for in such cases delays 
| were dangerous—but that they would act with 
| unanimity, and act promptly. 

Mr. BROWN said he would not enter into the 
consideration of the very important topics, on 
the present occasion, which the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Catuoun] had alluded to, 
in the course of his remarks, as to the position 
which Texas ought to occupy, in relation to the 
United States, in the event of her succeeding in 
the establishment of her independence. Whether 
she was to be incorporated into our Confederacy 
as one of its members, or whether she was to 
stand in the relation of an independent sover- 





HOUN was of opinion that it would | 


eignty, having no political connection with us 
as a nation, were questions which were fraught 
with the most important consequences, and 
would, when presented for deliberation, deserve 
the most solemn consideration, 

He would proceed to say a few words on the 
motion to refer the memorials, in favor of the 
recognition of the independence of Texas, to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. We had been 
called on (said Mr. B.) to take this step by the 
advocates of the motion, confessedly on the 
| grounds ofthe propriety of an immediate acknowl- 
| ee of the existing authorities of Texas as 

a Government. He, therefore, should view the 
motion as looking to that result, and as the means 
| by which it was sought to be accomplished. What, 
he would ask, was the nature of the information 
on which this important step was to be predicated ? 
Were we in possession of that well-authenticated 
| intelligence, as regards the condition of Texas, 
and the competency of its existing authorities to 
maintain themselves against the power of the 
Mexican Government, which would authorize 
such a measure? These were important prelim- 
inary inquiries, and should not be regarded as 
settled until we had received more certain and 
| definite information than we yet had in our pos- 
| session. Mr. B. could not (he said) consider the 
effort which was now making by honorable gen- 
tlemen to stimulate action on this subject by our 
Government in any other light than as an attempt 








Texas, there was great danger of Mexico herself 
being conquered by the Texans. ‘I'he result of 
one battle had placed the ruler of Mexico in the 
power of the Texans, and they were now able, 
either to dictate what terms they pleased to him, 
or to make terms with the Opposition in Mexico. 

This extraordinary meeting had given a hand- 
ful of brave men a most powerful control over the 
destinies of Mexico; he trusted they would use 
their victory with moderation. He had made 
up his mind, not only to recognize the independ- 
ence of Texas, but for her admission into this 
Union; and if the Texans managed their affairs 
prudently, they would soon be called upon to 
decide that question. No man can suppose for 
a moment that this country could ever come again 
under the dominion of Mexico, and he was of 
opinion that it was not for our interests that there 
should be an independent community between us 
and Mexico. There were powerful reasons why 
Texas should be a part of this Union. The 
southern States owning a slave population were 

* 


to change practically and radically the neutral and 
acific character of our Government, which had 
ong been cherished as one of its wisest and best 
settled principles of policy—a policy under the 
guidance of which we had grown, and strength- 
ened, and become powerful at home and respect- 
ed abroad. He, for one, was not willing to 
exchange a policy which had produced such rich 
and valuable fruits for one of novel experiment 
and of uncertain issue. He could not yield his 
judgment to the enthusiastic appeals which had 
n made to our sympathies on this occasion. 
He trusted that he, too, felt a becoming and proper 
sympathy for those in every clime and in every 
country who were e inas for lib- 


ert inst arbitrary power, But there was a 
which he owed in another quarter, and 
which he acknowledged he felt in its full extent— 


higher, stronger, and of more sacred obligation than 
that which had been on the present occasion 
claimed of us. 

It was a sympathy for the preservation of our 


Ne ae 
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iaaitonal character, for justice, and for the preser- || moderation, and to our republican form of Gov. i again for discussion from morning to morning, to 


vation of our own free institutions. Such was the 
ardent anxiety and solicitude that he felt for the 
success of our own greatand hitherto eminently 


successful experiment in self-government, that || some Senators were calculated to place him in a 


ernment, to do nothing which would compromit || the exclusion of most of the business of the Sen- 
the one or endanger the other. ate, as there was nothing revent the presenta- 
Mr. WALKER said the arguments made by || tion of petitions every mofhing to excite digcus- 

i sion. It was for the purpose of avoiding th 


he believed that we should not only be doing | position which he had not occupied, and demanded | discussions that he should vote to refer it at one 


reat injustice to owr own country, but to the cause of | a reply. 
erty everywhere, by embarking our Government, || though he (Mr. W.) had made some pro 
was the best and brightest hope of the | 


whic 
friends of civil liberty, in schemes, if not danger- 
ous, to say the least of them, injudicious and 
precipitate. Mr. B. thought he could see, in the 
considerations to which he had adverted, reasons 
at least as strong,and motives as powerful, to 


| 


Honorable Senators had spoken as || tothe Committee on Foreign Relations. A prom- 
sition || inent member of that committee had been long 
to dismember Mexico, to violate the faith of ] and intimately acquainted with the subject of our 


treaties, and to tarnish the national honor. Mr || foreign relations, and there were members on it 


_ W. had made no such proposition. Mr. W. said || representing all the different sections of the coun- 


he would violate no treaty—he would never desire || try to whose charge he believed the subject could be 


to tarnish the national honor, or sully a single || safely committed. It would seem, from the course 
star that beams in the banner of the Union. The || of debate this morning, that gentlemen supposed 


eall forth our patriotic sympathies, and to afford || question is, to inquire, through the appropriate || the question of the recognition of the independence 


us an ample occasion for their exercise, as any | committee, into the existence of a Government de 
} 


which had been urged on the other side. 


It had repeatedly —_ Mr. B.) been charged | 
t 


against republics b 


xemselves, at the expense of other nations, dis- 


regarding the principles of justice. He believed 


| of Texas, or its admission into this Union, was 
facto in Texas. The sole question is, has a rev- || directly before the Senate, and some gentlemen had 


olution been effected in Texas? has the Mexican | volunteered their opinions in advance of the report 


xe advocates of power, that || Government been overthrown there ? and whether || of the committee. He did not vote to refer it to 
they were too much governed by a spirit of con- | this revolution, as in the present case in a single || the committee to-receive its 
— and had often endeavored to aggrandize | 
t 


quietus, but that they 


campaign, or as in the three days at Paris, has || might give their views upon tt; nor did he feel as 


| been effected, leaves the question unchanged. || if he were called upon to express an opinion upon 


Mr. W. would desire to call back honorable gen- || the propriety of the measure. It was strange 


the charge unfounded, and trusted that the United | tlemen from the fields of speculation into which || that Senators who stated that their opinions were 


States would continue, as they had heretofore | 


done, to afford an exemplification of the truth, 


that a republican Government can not only act || not to inquire into the _ of the existence of a 
with justice and moderation towards other |, Government de facto in 


they had wandered, and ask ghem to meet the || made up should oppose the reference. 

ALHOUN explained. He stated that 
/he was not prepared now to take either course 
exas? If in Texas there || that he had suggested. But he said that the ques- 


| question now proposed, whether the Senate ought | Mr. 


nations, but that it can preserve a character for || be a successful Government in operation, then we || tions, both of the recognition of Texas and her 


those elevated national virtues, placing it in | 


honorable contrast with the selfish and arbitrary 
examples too often set by Governments of a 
different form. 


Mr. B. said that, generous as the enthusiasm | it is said, should come from the Executive, or 
was which had been expressed on this occasion | 
in behalf of Texas, and disinterested as the |! 


motives doubtless were, alleged in favor of the 


e should regard a recognition of the independ- 
ence of Texas at present,) did gentlemen believe 
that the sharp-sighted diplomacy of foreign na- 


tions would not suspect us of some disposition to | 


aggrandize ourselves at the expense of a weaker 
neighbor, and of impatience to plant our eagles 
on a foreign soil? 

He regarded our national character as worth 


infinitely more than all the territorial possessions | 


of Mexico, her wealth, or the wealth of all other 
nations added together. We occupied a standing 
among the nations of the earth of which we 
might well be proud, and which we ought not to 
permit to be tarnished. We have (said Mr. B.) 
arrived at that period of our history, as a nation, 
when it behooves us to act with the greatest wis- 
dom and tircumspection. But a few years since, 
as a nation, we were comparatively in a state of 
infancy; we were now in the confidence of youth, 
and with the buoyancy of spirit incident to this 
period of our existence as a nation, about to 
enter on ** man’s estate.’’ Powerful in resources, 
and conscious of our strength, let us not forget 
the sacred obligations of justice and good faith 
which form the indispensable basis of a nation’s 


character, greatness, and freedom, and without || 


which no people could long preserve the bless- 
ings of self-government. 


for it to be administered on any other, either in 


| 


| 
| 


| whom? To Santa Anna, the captive chief of the 


|| When our illustrious Franklin presented his cre- 


| France, did we think it indelicate to send such 


_ Republican govern- || 
ment was based on the principles of justice, and || 


its foreign or domestic affairs, was to undermine | 


its foundation and to hasten its overthrow. 

Mr. B. said that the peaceable acquisition of 
Texas by purchase was a question which might 
well merit the consideration of the Government of 


the United States; but any step which looked either | 


directly or indirectly to obtaining possession of it 


resisted. If, in the existing condition of things, 


we acknowledge her independence, it would be- || 
come not only a matter of pride, but somewhat || 


of obligation on our part, to maintain it by mili- 


tary force; an extremity which gentlemen ought | 


to pause before they were prepared to precipitate 
the countr ee eny into. 
If (said Mr. B. 


able informatian that Texas can maintain her 


independence against the authority of the Mexi- 


can Government, none would be more willing to 
see her recognized as a free and independent State 
than himself; but until then we owed it to our 


) we shall receive unquestion- || 


character as a nation, to our love of justice and |! referred. If it was postponed, it would ceme up 


|| or to dictate our course here on this subject, some || Union. 
eens departure from our neutrality, (for such || 


| 
| 
| 
1] 
| 
| 


| 


c | || quire into the propriety of recognizing the inde- 
in any other way, or which would commit us to | 
take part in the contest in which it was at present || 
engaged, ought, in his opinion, to be steadily | 


shall violate the fundamental principle of the law || incorporation into the Union, would soon be 
of nations if we continue to recognize the exist- | brought before them. He stated that the Tex- 
ence of the Mexican authority in a country from || ans having the power, could make good terms 
which it has been expelled. But the recognition, || with Santa Anna, or with the opposing party in 
Mexico; and that if they acted with prudence 
Had the President pro- |; Congress would soon be called upon to decide 
ceeded to recognize the independence of Texas, | whether they should be incorporated into the 
The gentleman from Virginia, he pre- 
of those very Senators who object to my motion || sumed, would not oppose this. e€ was not so 
would have at once denounced, as a usurpation, 


| prudent as to wait for the opinion of the commit- 
' such a course upon the part of the Executive. || tee. He had the fullest confidence in the com- 


1 But the Senate has a right to act on this subject, || mittee, but having made up his mind long ago he 
not only as a branch of the Legislature, but as a | did not rely on the opinions of any one. It was 
branch of the executive department, in control- || not that he considered action to be now pre- 
ling our foreign relations. No treaty can be made || mature, but because he desired to see a greater 
| with any foreign Power, no envoy accredited || unanimity of opinion that he wished this matter 
| there, but through the direct action of the Senate, || delayed. f ‘ 
asa branch of the executive department; and it | Mr. RIVES was under the impression, with- 
_is therefore peculiarly appropriate that the pro- || out being able to recall to his mind particularly 
| posed inquiry should commence here. But we || who the individual Senators were, that other gen- 
| are told that the proposed inquiry is indelicate || tlemen had so expressed themselves. He held it 
/under existing circumstances. Indelicate to || to be entirely premature,in any Senator, in cases 

of reference, to express an opinion in advance. 

The committee would be governed by all proper 
and patriotic feelings in their deliberations upon 
the subject, and report to the Senate their views 
upon it in detail, based upon authentic informa- 
tion received from all sources within their reach. 
He believed that the discussion of all preliminary 
questions, without having well authenticated facts 
before them, gave rise to excited feelings. The 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Catnovun} 
had stated his feelings as a southern man. 

Mr. CALHOUN explained. He stated that 
all parts of the Union, the manufacturing, navi- 
gating, and commercial interests, were all equally 
interested in the independence of Texas. 

Mr. RIVES repeated that it was for the pur- 
pose of avoiding these excited feelings and dis- 
cussions that he was in favor of the reference. 
They all knew the interest felt in relation to this 
Government. He did not conceive that voting 





| upon his suggestion. 


| Mexican Government? Mr. W. said that, to his | 
' mind, such an idea was irresistibly ludicrous. 


_dentials, as the first American embassador to || 


an envoy on such an embassy? And when the | 
young Franklins from.'Texas shall present their | 
credentials, as they may already have done ona 
similar embassy, shall we be told that the inquiry 
is indelicate, whether they do in fact represent a | 
Government de facto or not? But, if the inquir 
is indelicate on our part, would it not be muc 
| more so on the part of the Executive—brought 
heretofore, and, perhaps, at the —— moment, 
into actual conferences with the Minister of Santa | 
Anna? There was another strong reason for im- 
mediate action. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts had stated that a foreign Power was endeav- 
oring to obtain a cession of Texas from Mexico. | 
If Mexico would ever cede Texas to that for- || for a reference committed any one. Did any 
eign Power, now would be the moment. If she || gentleman, when he voted for the reference of a 
' made such a cession when we refused even to in- || particular claim to a committee, consider himself 
— to vote for that claim? Certainly not. He 
hoped every Senator would acquiesce in the ref- 
erence; and in all probability, in a short time, 
they would have placed in their hands such in- 


| 
| 
| 
| 


pendence of Texas, might not Mexico, and 

such foreign Power to whom Texas was ceded, | 

then declare that we could not object to the ces- | 

sion, because we still considered the Mexican || formation of an official character as would enable 
ower as the lawful Government of Texas? || them to act with unanimity, and perhaps even 
his circumstance alone demanded immediate || without discussion. 

| action. | Mr. LINN said, when Santa Anna descended 

After some further remarks from Messrs. | upon Texas like Hyder Ali on the plains of the 





| PRESTON, CALHOUN, and MANGUM, Carnatic, spreading destruction and desolation 
| Mr. RIVES concurred in the necessity of cau- || before him; when he stormed the Alamo and put 
tion. This Government should act with moder- || its noble and devoted defenders to the sword; 
ation, calmness, and dignity; and because he || when Colonel Fannin, who, after fighting gal- 
wished the Senate should act with that becoming || lantly an overwhelming force of his enemies, was 
_ moderation, calmness, and dignity which ought to || seduced into an honorable capitulation; when 
| characterize its deliberations on international sub- || this capitulation was basely and treacherously 
|, jects, it was his wish that the subject might be | violated, and his followers assassinated; when 

property was plundered and laid waste; waen 
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women and children were seen flying to the | 
swamps, forests, and cane-brakes for shelter and || 
rotection against the power of these ruthless || 
invaders; then, in the hour of their darkest hopes, || 
1 was willing to vote an acknowledgment of the || 
independence of Texas, because at that moment || 
it would have served their cause a good purpose. | 
But now, sir, the scene has changed; they have || 
met their proud and vainglorious enemies, and || 
completely triumphed; they have trampled their || 
enemies in the dust, and worked out their own | 
SALVATION. ‘TEXAS IS INDEPENDENT, and it mat- 
ters but little whether we now pass through the | 
forms of admitting itor not. She is too pros- 
perous for me to take much interest in the mat- 


ter. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said that he had in his || 
possession a memorial from citizens of the city || 
and county of Philadelphia, urging Congress to | 
recognize the independence of Texas, which he | 
intended to present to the Senate as soon as an || 
opportunity should offer. After much deliber- 
ation he had determined to move its reference to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, believing | 
that, under existing circumstances, this was the || 
most proper disposition which could be made of 
these memorials. 

Mr. B. entirely concurred in the views which 
had been presented by the Senator from Virginia, 
{Mr. Rives.] A reference of these memorials to 
that committee committed nobody. It left the 
future course of every Senator as free as it had 
been before. Such a vote did not, in itself, imply 
either that we favored or that we opposed the 
recognition of Texan independence. No infer- 
ence could be fairly drawn from it, except that 
we deemed the subject of sufficient importance to 
justify an inquiry. Could any Senator deny this 
pqenniens It might be, though he confessed 
ne thought it highly improbable, that the com- 
mittee Would feel themselves bound to determine 
against the cause of Texas, and against the ardent 
wishes of the people of the United States. In that 
event it would become the duty of the committee 
to endeavor to tranquillize the country, and to 
satisfy the public that this view of the subject was 
correct. The simple reference of these memorials 
was the best mode of getting clear of the subject | 
for the present; and for these reasons, if he had 
no other, he should vote for it. He did not be- 
lieve that, in the present state of the war between 
Mexico and Texas, the most jealous minister 
ever sent from old Spain or Mexico would have 
any cause to complain of the mere reference of 
these memorials to a committee of the Senate. 

But (Mr. B. said) he should not do justice, 
either to his feelings or his judgment, if he were 
to place his vote upon these considerations alone. | 
When he had last addressed the Senate upon this 
subject, the civil war was still raging in Texas, 
and the result of the conflict was still involved in 
doubt. It would then have been a violation of | 
the established principles of our policy to insti- 
tute an inquiry whether we should recognize its 
independence. From these principles, whatever 
might be his feelings as a man, he should never 
depart as an American Senator. But since that 
time the aspect of affairs had materially changed. 
Although e was not of a credulous or sanguine 
disposition, yet the sources of our information 
were so numerous, and of such a respectable 
character, that he now believed the dominion of 
Mexico over Texas was gone forever. For this 
he thanked his God. Its mountains and its fertile 
plains were destined to sustain millions of Amer- 
ican freemen in the enjoyment of American liberty. 
Whatever struggles the patriots of Texas might 

e 

















| 





ms be compelled to make in the sacred cause of 
iberty, of one thing he felt certain, that they 
would be finally triumphant. 


use their victory as wisely as it had been-bravely 
won? This was a question on which we should 
soon be able toforman opinion. Before we could 
acknowledge their independence, we must be sat- 
isfied that they had organized and established a 
Government de facto, and were actually independ- 
ent. When these facts were clearly proved, we 
should then owe it to ourselves—we should owe 
it to the feelings of the American people—to ex- 


But would they 
| 


On this subject we should manifest no tardiness 


hibit an alacrity in declaring them independent. i 
or cold delay; but, until that time should arrive, |; 
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we must be faithful to our principles, and to our 
duties as a member of the great family of nations. 

A habit seemed to be growing in this body of 
attributing to the opinions of Sen:.tors on this 
floor, who were known to be friendly to the 
present Administration, a meaning beyond what 
could be fairly inferred from their expressions, 
and thus attempting to commit the Executive. 
This had been done in the course of the present 
debate. He protested against the justice of any 


| such inference. What he had said upon the pres- 
|| ent occasion were his own opinions, for which he 
| was individually responsible, without any refer- 
| ense whatever to those which might be enter- || 
| tained by the President of the United States. He 


trusted that, without further debate or delay, 
these memorials might be referred to the com- 
mittee, and we might thus have a breathing spell 
from this subject to attend to the other important | 
business which was now pressing upon us. 
After some further observations from Mr. 


| PRESTON, 


ee. 
The several memorials were then referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the |! 


Secretary of the Treasury, containing a state- | 


ment of the deposit banks for the last month. 


INDEPENDENCE OF TEXAS. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, asking Congress 
to acknowledge the independence of ‘Texas. 


LOBE. 
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| Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post route from Kenton, in Hardin county, to 
| Bucyrus, in Crawford county, in the State of Ohio. 

Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; 

_which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the following post roads in the Territory of 
Wisconsin, viz : from Warsaw, in the State of [linois, via 
Keokueck, Fort Des Moines,Fort Gibson, Fort Madison, Gib- 


| son’s Ferry, Burlington, Lowa, Clark’s Ferry, Davenport, 


| 
| 


| 


Parkhurst, Bellevue, Dubuque, Peru, Durango, Wayman’s, 
Cassville, aud Prairie du Chien, to Fort Snelling; from 
Macom) county to McDonough, Iinois, by Burlington te 
Mount Pleasant; from Racine on Root river, by Wisconsin 
city and Mineral Pointto Cassville; from Richiandtown 
to Burlington, and thence to Monmouth, in Ulinois; from 
| Milwaukee to Wisconsin city; from Galena, via Sinsin- 
awa city, Centreville, (at Sinsinawa post office,) Gibraitar, 
Van Buren, La Fayette, Cassville, and Prairie du Chien, 
to Fort Snelling; from Bellevue to Galena, Iitineis; from 
Carthage, Lilinois, via Commerce, [linois, to Fort Des 
Moines; from the Rapid on the Des Moines river, via 
Mount Pleasant and Powachique, to Dubuque ; from Ste- 
phenson, Illinois, to Davenport; from Savannah, Ulinois, 
to Bellevue; trom Dubuque, via Centreville, and Blast 
| Furnace, to Elk Grove; from Mineral Point, via Wingville 
| and Savannah, to Prairie du Chien; from Mineral Point, 
| via Dodgeville and Helena, to Arena; from Dodgeville, 
via James Morrison’s, Moundville, City of the Four Lakes, 
Fort Winnebago, Butte des Morts, Little Butte des Morts, 
Grand Kakalan and Menomonee, to Green Bay; from Cass- 
ville to Elk Grove, via Platteville; from Galena, Hlinois, 
| via Vinegar Hil}, Elk Grove, Bellemont, to Mineral Point; 
from Galena, Miinois, via White Oak Springs, Gratiot’s 
Grove, Wiilow Springs, and Prairie Springs, to Mineral 
Point; from Gratiot’s Grove, via Wiota, McNutt’s Digzings, 
and Wisconsin City, to Milwaukee; from Wisconsin City to 
Racine; from Fort Winnebago, via Fort Du Sac and Calu 


}| met Village, to Grand Kakalan; from Chicago, Llinois, 


Mr. McKEAN presented a similar memorial | 


from sundry citizens of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. WRIGHT presented a similar memorial || 


from sundry citizens of New York; all of which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

OTHER PETITIONS. 


Mr. HENDRICKS presented a petition, nu- | 


merously signed by the citizens of Toledo and 
Michigan City, and the people on the route, 


praying the establishment of a post route between | 


those places, via South Bend; which was referred 


to the Committee on the Post Office and Post | 


Roads. 


Mr. RIVES presented a memorial from sundry | 


| citizens of Virginia, praying for the establishment 


of a post route; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
Mr. LINN presented the petition of sundry 


citizens of Prairie du Chien, praying for confirm- | 
ich was referred to | 


ation to certain land titles; w 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported, without amendment, the 
bill from the House to provide for the expenses 
incurred, and supplies furnished, to volunteers 
called out for the defense of Florida; and, by 
unanimous consent, the bill was ordered toa third 
reading. 

Mr. GRUNDY, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the 
relief of Patrick Green; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 


via Pike river, Racine, Milwaukee, Chewagan, Pigeon, 
and Mamtowac, to Green Bay, from Wisconsin City, toahe 


|| City of the Four Lakes. 


Mr. WALKER submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the following post routes : 

From Clinton, by Springhill and Summerville, to Satar 
tia, State of Mississippi; from Port Gibson, by Darwin, Shel 
by’s, Lloyd’s Mills, and Casey’s Store, to Raymond, State 
of Mississippi. 

Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; 
| which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Mineral Point, via Wingville 


and Savannah, to Prairie Du Chien, all in Wisconsin Ter- 
ritory. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 23, 1836. 
|| ‘The House resumed the consideration of the 
|| resolutions of the Legislature of Kentucky, on 
|| the subject of the proceeds of the sales of the pub- 
| lie leads. The question pending was the motion 
| of Mr. WiiuiaMs, of Kentucky, to refer the res- 
olutions to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
with instructions to report a bill dinteibotine the 
proceeds of the sales of the public lands among 
the several States, to be applied to such objects 
| as may be determmed upon by the Legislatures 
|| of the States respectively. 
| Mr. CUSHING, who was entitled to the floor, 
‘| addressed the House at great length. He was 
|| favorable to a distribution of the revenue among 





| 
| 
| 


i} 
i 


The bill for the relief of Silas Fisher was read || the several States, and was also favorable to a 


the third time, and passed. 
RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


Mr. NICHOLS submitted the following reso- | 


lution; which was considered and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land Claims be 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of confirming the | 


| system of public defense. He would go as far as 
| any of the friends of the Administration in making 
appropriations for the defenses of the country, 
because he considered it the first duty imposed 
upon Congress by the Constitution to put the 
country in a proper state of defense. He refuted 


i| 
| 
| 





claim of Morris Conway to a tract of land on the left bank | the arguments of gentlemen, who had said that 


of the Mississippi, purchased by him from the Hournas In- | 


dians ; which claim was confirmed and extended by the 
Spanish Government in June, 1777, by Bernardo de Galvez, 
and subsequently confirmed by the United States commis- 
sioners under the act of 1805 ; and being more than a league 
square requires the action of Congress to perfect it. 


‘Mr. MOORE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 


structed to inquire into the expediensy of establishing a 


new land district, to include the country recently acquired | 


by treaty with the Cherokee Indians. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, submitted the follow- | 
ing resolution; which was considered and agreed 


0 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


arming the country gave cause for war. He con- 
gratulated the country on its unexampled state 
of prosperity, and on its prospects of peace with 
all the nations of Europe; but still (he said) there 
were causes which Sught to make the Legislature 
of the Union provide itself for every contingency 
which might arise. He then went into a critical 
examination of the probable amount of receipts 
and expenditures for the coming year, and showed 
that there would be a surplus-of some millions to 
divide among the States, after all the necessary 
appropriations should be made, Mr. C. metand 
refuted the arguments of western gentlemen, in 
relation to the expenditures of the Government 
being nearly all to the North; und showed that, 
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since the adoption of the Constitution, the ex- 

nditures had been nearly equal between the 

orth, the South, and the West. 

Mr. HAYNES rose and addressed the House 
as follows: Whatever opinions may be enter- 
tained upon the subject now under consideration, 
it cannot be thoroughly and correctly understood 
without reference to the early legislation of the 
country, and the claims so pertinaciously set up 
on the part of some of the States, that the waste 
lands held by certain other States were the com- 
mon property of the Union. It is not here neces- 
sary to inquire at what period, or by what States, 
this claim was set up, as tliese facts may be 
readily ascertained by an examination of the jour- 
nals ot the Congress of the Confederation. Nor 
‘ean it be for a moment apprehended that any at- 
tempt will be made to evade or deny the asser- 
tion that such claim was made to these lands as 
the common property of the Union, on the ground 
that the had been acquired by the common ef- 
forts and expenditures of that Union. Every one 
conversant with the history of revolutionary 
times, knows that the ratification of the Articles 
of Confederation was postponed and suspended 
by several of the States, in the hope of coercing 
this concession from such States as possessed 
waste and unappropriated lands. Such were the 
apprehensions entertained of the effects to be ex- 
pected from the delay of their ratification, as to 
call into exercise the efforts of our generous and 
= ally, the King of France, to induce the 
States which insisted most obstinately upon this 
prerequisite to waive their objections and per- 
fect the Union by ratifying the Articles of Confed- 
eration. Congress, from time to time, both for 
the purpose of satisfying the claims of the dis- 
satisfied States, and for the further purpose of 
providing a fund for the payment of the debt of 
the Revolution, and for bounty to the officers and 





soldiers who entered the service for and during | 


the war, urged the States to cede these waste and 
unappropriated lands. It may be true that a ma- 


jority of the States never did recognize the claim | 


thus set up for the Union; but it is equally cer- 


tain that such claim operated powerfully to induce || ing in the smallest degree from that established 


the several States which owned unappropriated 
lands to cede them, or a portion of them, to the 
Union. 

In the preamble to the act of cession from the 


State of New York of the 9th of March, 1780, || 


the motives referred to are distinctly expressed 
in the following terms: 


‘* Whereas nothing under Divine Providence can more 
effectually contribute to the tranquillity and safety of the 
United States of America than a Federal alliance, on such 
liberal principles as will give satisfaction to its respective 
members ; and whereas, the Articles of Confederation and 
perpetual union recommended by the honorable Congress 


of the United States of America have not proved aecept- | 


able to all the States, it having been conceived that a por- 
tion of the waste and uncultivated terriiory, in the limits 
or claims of certain States, ought to be appropriated as a 
common fund for the expenses of the war; and the people 
of the State of New York being, on all occasions, disposed 
to manifest their regard for their sister States:”’ 

* Be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, That the 


territory which may be ceded or relinquished by virtae of | 


this act shall be and inure for the use and benefit of such 
of the United States as shall become members of the Federal 


alliance of the said States, and for no other use or purpose 
whatsoever”? 


Whether this cession from the State of New | 


York conveyed anything or nothing to the Union, 

the motives which influenced it alone are to be 

considered—to induce the dissatisfied States to 

ratify the Articles of Confederation, which was 

not finally done until the Ist March, 1781, and to 
vrovide a common fund for the benefit of the 
nion, 

Following up the example, and in furtherance 
of the principle of New York, the General As- 
sembly of Virginia, with certain reservations, did, 
on the 20th of October, 1783, pass an act ceding 
her territory northwest of the Ohio, to the United 


States, upon condition * that all the lands within 


the territory so ceded to the United States, and 
not reserved for, or appropriated to, any of the 
aforesaid parposes, or disposed of in bounties to 
the officers and soldiers of the American Army, 
shall be considered a common fund, for the use 
and benefit of such of the United States as have 
become, or shall become, members of the con- 
federation or Federal alliance of the said States, 
Virginia inclusive, according to their usual 
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respective proportions in the general charge 
ompeathars, and shall be faith fall and bone 
disposed of for that purpose, and for no o 
use or purpose whatsoever. ’’ 

The terms of the cession made by Massachu- 
setts, on the 19th April, 1785, are ** transfer, quit- 
claim, cede, and convey to the United States of 
America, for their benefit, Massachusetts inclu- 
sive, all right, title, and estate, of and in, as well 

| the soil as the jurisdiction,’ &c. Connecticut, 
by her act bearing date the 14th October, 1786, 
cedes ‘to the United States in Congress assem- 
bled, for the common use and benefit of the said 
States, Connecticut inclusive.’’ North Carolina, 
by her act of cession of 2d April, 1790, cedes her 
waste lands with certain reservations, ‘‘ as a com- 
mon fund for the use and benefit of the United 
States of North America, North Carolina inclu- 
sive, according to their respective and usual pro- 
portion in the general charge and expenditure, and 
shall be faithfully disposed of for that purpose, 
and for no other use or purpose whatever.”’ In 
like manner, Georgia, by her compact of cession, 
entered into with the United States on the 2d of 
April, 1802, after expressing certain other stip- 
ulations, declares ‘* that all the lands ceded by 
| this agreement to the United States shall, after 
satisfying the above-mentioned payment of 
$1 250,000 to the State of Georgia, and the grants 
recognized by the previous conditions, be con- 
| sidered as a common fund for the use and benefit 
of the United States, Georgia included, and shall 
| be faithfully disposed of for that purpose, and 
for no other use or purpose whatever.’’ As the 
»hraseology of the cessions from Virginia and 
North Carolina is somewhat peculiar, it may not 


.| be improper to show what was the mode of as- 


certaining the ‘* usual respective proportions in 
| the general charge and expenditure’’ of the sev- 
| eral States of the Confederation; although it may 
| not be difficult to show that this particular mode 
| of expression in no respect varies the character 
| of the cessions of North Carolina and Virginia 
from those of the other States, nor can it be made 
| the foundation for a mode of distribution differ- 





|| by the’cessions from the other States. 
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The eighth article of Confederation prescribes 
| the rule by which the requisitions upon the States 
| for money shall be regulated, and is in the fol- 
lowing terms: 

*¢ All charges of war, and all other expenses that shall be 
incurred for the common detense arid general welfare, and 
allowed by the United States in Congress asseinbled, shall 
be defrayed out of a common treasury, which shall be sup- 
| plied by the several States in pe to the value of all 

land within each State granted to, or surveyed for, any per- 
son, andsuch land, and the buildings and improvements 
, thereon, shall be estimated according to such mode as the 
United States, in Congress assembled, shall, from time to 
| time, direct and appoint.” 


When it is remembered that the Congress of 
| the Confederation possessed no powers of taxa- 

tion, properly so called, either direct or indirect; 
that the only mode of collecting revenue was by 
| requisitions upon the several States; that several 
| of the States did, for a series of years, contend 
| that the waste land, lying in any one of the States, 
| was rightfully the property of the Union; that the 

ratification of the Articles of Confederation was 

delayed for the purpose of procuring, if possible, 
| the recognition of this principle; that the first ces- 





|| sion was made in reference to such claim, and for 


the purpose of facilitating their ratification; and 


‘| especially, when we collate the article above 


|| quoted with the language of the various cessions, 
‘| it would seem to be impossible to give such a 


i 


|| strained construction to the plain import of plain 


| language as to derive for 


ongress, from the 
_ terms of any single cession, the 


wer to distrib- 


|| ute the proceeds of the sales of the public lands 
among the several States. 


But to be more explicit. The cession from 


'| Virginia, which, it is contended, conveys the 


| be defrayed out of a common Treasury.” 
Virginia cession provides that the land ceded shall 


| United States as a **common fund.’”’ 


power to distribute the money arising from the 
_ sales of the public land, conveys that land to the 
The article 


| of Confederation above quoted declares that ‘‘all 


_ charges of war, and all other expenses that shall 
_ be incurred for the common defence and general 
' welfare, and allowed by the United: States, = 

e 
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———— 
and || be a common fund, for the benefit of the 
|| States, ‘* according to their-usual respective pro- 
r |; portions in the general a and expenditure,’’ 





| 
| 





| 


| mon Treasury,’’ to meet ‘‘the general charge and 
| expenditure which shall be incurred for the com- 


live. 
for which the convention was required to pro- 
| 


no other use or purpose whatsoever,’’ was merely 
| 

| 
| 
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and for no other So eer he article of Confed. 
eration provides that the *‘common Treasury shall 
be supplied by the several States,’’ according to 
the standard therein directed. Both instruments 
provide the same means for the accomplishment 
of the same objects, a ‘*common fund,”’ a ** com- 


mon defense and general welfare.’’ In the one 


| case, the ‘* common Treasury ”’ is to be raised by 
| requisitions upon the respective States; and in 


the other, the ** common fund ”’ is created by the 
atriotic and distinguished liberality of a single 
tate. Could it have been possible, without using 
the same terms, to have expressed an entire con- 
currence of purpose more perfectly than it is ex- 
pressed in the article of Confederation referred to, 
and the cessions from the various States, especi- 
ally the State of Virginia? Other considerations 
cabinet this view of the subject as conclusivel 
| as if ithad been established by mathematical de- 
| monstration. 
| At the time the several cessions were made,no 
| man ever dreamed that the sale of the public lands 
| would ever furnish a fund for distribution among 
the States. The country was overwhelmed with 
debt; the Government had not the power to en- 
force the collection of requisitions of money from 
the States; and the strongest fears were enter- 
tained that the pressure of common danger being 
withdrawn, the arch of the Union would tumble 
into ruins. To meet the crisis, to ‘‘ render the 
Federal Constitution adequate to the exigencies 
of Government, and the preservation of the 
Union,’’ the convention was assembled in 1789, 
whose consultations resulted in the formation of 
the admirable Constitution under which we now 
What were the exigencies of Government 








vide? The most important and pressing was the 
creation of a fund for the redemp'ion of the pub- 
lic debt by the adoption of such a system of tax- 
ation as might enable the Government to mect its 
pecuniary responsibilities without the delays, and 
vexations, and disappointments, and refusals, 
which had invariablv attended the plan of raising 
revenue by requisitions upon the respective States. 
And yet, in this state of things, when the Gov- 
ernment was bankrupt, when the States were re- 
sorting to the extraordinary measure of creating 
a general central Government, and giving to it the 
power of direct taxation over their citizens, and 
the entire control of their commerce, for the pur- 
pose of creating a “‘common fund’? for the re- 
demption of their common debt, and when scarcely 
any other exigency could have induced them to 
make such concessions, we are now gravely told 
that the ‘‘ common fund,’’ created by the cessions 
of portions of their public lands by the States, 
for meeting ‘‘ their usual respective proportions 
in the general charge and expenditure,”’ and ‘* for 
intended to enable this General Government to 
collect money from the peopie of the United 
States with one hand, and to distribute it to the 
Governments severally with the other. And not 
only this, but that, in doing so, ‘ their usual re- 
rae proportions in the general expenditure 
should be entirely disregarded.’’ 

Having very briefly and imperfectly adverted 
to the cessions of public lands from the several 
States, it is proper and necessary to inquire into 
the nature of the contracts by which other pub- 
lic lands have been acquired by the United States; 
and here it is not intended to follow the track 
which has been generally pursued by those en- 
tertaining the same views upon this subject. 
Much has been said of the comparative cost and 
revenue of the public lands. ith great defer- 
ence to the opinions of others, this is not be- 
lieved to be the most correct view of the subject. 
It has already been shown that the cessions of 
land by the several States to the Union were in- 
tended as contributions to that ‘* common Treas- 
ury’’ spoken of in the Articles of Confederation, 
to meet the ‘‘ expenses incurred for the common 
defense,”’ as expressed in the same article, and 
for ‘* no other use or p whatsoever,’’ as 1S 
expressly provided in the cession from Virginia. 





1836. 





It is believed that as little difficulty exists in 
showing that the purchases from foreign nations 
belong to the same ‘‘common fund”’ with the 
lands received from the States of this Union. It 
is not here to state an account of debit 
and credit between the land fund and tax fund, 
for the purpose of showing on which side a bal- 
ance may preponderate, although such a com- 
ison may fall into a subsequent part of this 
inquiry. It will be sufficient to show by what 
means such purchases of lands were effected. 
No man at all acquainted with the history of this 
country can be ignorant that Louisiana was pur- 
chased from France, and Florida from Spain; 
nor that the first cost fifteen, and the latter five 
millions of dollars, without estimating interest, | 
difference of exchange, or any other incidental | 
charge; nor will it be pretended that they were | 
not paid for out of the public Treasury—out of | 
that very ‘‘ common Treasury,’’ designed to pro- 
vide for the ‘common defense’’ of the whole 
Union, as contradistinguished from its separate 
parts. How, then, can it be pretended that the 
money arising from the sale of the lands acquired 
by the purchase of Louisiana and Florida stands 
upon different ground with respect to distribu- 
tion from money brought into the Treasury by 
taxation? Nor can this view of the subject be 
too reny or strongly enforced upon the public 
mind, 
The present Constitution had for its object 
the perpetuity of the Union, and for that purpose 
conferred on the Federal Government certain | 
powers, to be exercised for certain defined and 
specified purposes and no others. Among these 
was the power ‘‘ to levy and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts, and excises;’’ and for what purpose? 
** To pay the debts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United States’’ 
—the ‘‘ common defense,’’ *‘ the general welfare”’ 
of the United States—that ‘‘ defense’’ and that 
‘* welfare,’’ whigh are *‘common’’ and “gene | 
eral’’ to the ‘* United States”’ as a Confederacy, 
as a whole, as contrasted with and distinguished 
from its several parts—not that vague common | 
defense and general welfare understood by some 
to confer unlimited power of taxation and appro- 
— upon this Government, but such as may 
e provided for and promoted by the exercise of 
the powers definitely and specifically granted in 
the Constitution, and by no other. If this view 
of the subject be correct—and it is not only in- 
tact, but believed to be intangible—it follows 
irresistibly that Louisiana and Florida were paid 
for out of the tax fund collected out of the pdckets 
of the people for certain specified purposes, and, 
as an unavoidable consequence, that the public 
lands within their limits are bound, by every 
principle of law and equity, to stand in the place | 
of the fund from which they were paid for. It 
then results in this, that this Government, for the 
better providing for the common defense and | 
general welfare, appropriated a portion of the | 
public money collected from the people in the 
purchase of stock, to be thereafter disposed of to 
the best advantage for the promotion of the ob- 
jects for which the taxes were raised, and is 
therefore the trustee of the poe for the faithful 
application of the proceeds of that stock for such 
purposes, and no other. It isuseless to answer, 
that as the stock is worth more than the money 
it cost the States are entitled, as bodies politic | 
and corporate, to the —— by a ratable distri- 
bution amongthem. The fund with which these 
postiness were made was not contributed by the 
tates. It was contributed in the form of “‘ taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excises,’’ directly by the 
people. How, then, can Congress take a fund, 
or the proceeds of such fund, contributed by the 
people in their individual character, for certain 
ite purposes, *‘ to provide for the common 
defense,”* &e., and distribute it among the State 
governments? The thing is utterly absurd and 
impossible upon any fair constitutional principle. 
To close this branch of the subject, it is asserted, 
without fear of successful contradiction, that as 
Congress can alone raise revenue by taxation for 
purposes common to the Union, and has appro- 
priated a portion of the revenue so raised to the 
purchase of lands, that body is, to that extent, 
the trustee of the people, and bound for the faith- 
ful application of the whole trust property to the 
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purposes and objects for which alone the money | distribution was ever intended by it. But if the 


with which it was paid for was raised. 
This view of the subject is still more strongly | 
enforced by the consideration, that the whole of | 


|| rule of direct taxation is settled, invariable, and, 


as far as may be, equitable between the States, it 
may be fairly concluded that if, under any cir- 


the public expenses, ordinary and extraordinary, || cumstances, a distribution of public money among 


neluding an amount of public debt exceeding four 
hundred millions of dollars, have been met and | 
discharged exclusively by the fund raised from the |! 
pockets of the people by direct or indirect tax- || 
ation. This assertion is not too strong when we || 
advert to the report of the Secretary of the || 
Treasury of the 28th of April, 1836, by which || 





it appears, that by a fair statement of the account || powers to carry into effect objects equally ¢ 
| the power sought to be exercised by this bill is 


current between the tax fund and the land fund, | 
technically so called, by the returns rendered up | 
to the sth 

balance due the land fund was only $3,016,961 68, 
not much more than one tenth of the sum now | 
claimed to be subject to distribution for they ears 
1833, 1834, and 1835. What show of justice, | 
then, would there be in such a scheme of distri- | 
bution, by which the money collected from the 
people, and paid for public lands, shall be squan- 
dered, when received back again from the sale 
of these lands, among the governments of the States | 
of this Union? The catch-word has been, that, 
as the public revenue had accumulated greatly | 
beyond the necessary wants of the Government, | 
let it be returned to the people again by distribu- 
tion. Of all the humbugs created in this age of 
invention for ministering food to political ambition | 
or pecuniary ager this is the most preposter- 
ous and absurd! Distribute money among the 
people forsooth! The scheme is to distribute it 
to the regularly-organized State governments. It | 
need not be said that the intention is to corrupt | 


war with the best interests of the people; but it 
requires no exercise of the imagination to per- 
ceive that such would be the inevitable result. 
Already have we heard it more than whispered | 
from a quarter most ominous, that if the revenue | 
shall be so reduced by this notable scheme of | 
distribution as to produce a deficiency in the 
Treasury for defraying the ordinary expenditures 
of the Enna. the duties on wines will 
admit of augmentation, and those on silks be 
augmented or restored according as they are 
now subject to or free from duty.* But what is 
the plan of distribution now proposed for our 
adoption? As before stated, instead of returning 
money to the pockets of the propie from whom 
it had been previously collected, it contemplates 
dividing it among the State Governments. ‘The 
cession from Virginia provides that the land shall 
constitute a ‘*common fund,’ according to the | 
‘*usual proportions of the States in the general 
charge and expenditure, according to the rule es- 
tablished by the Articles of Confederation,’’ The 
Federal Constitution, in changing the mode of 
creating and collecting revenue, retained a rule 
analogous to that of the Articles of Confederation, 
by which direct taxes should be apportioned 
among the States—the rule of Federal numbers. 





day of the same month of April, the || 


these governments by giving them an interest at || 


|| them should ever be made, it would be regulated 


by the same standard. It is again asserted, that 
no rule of distribution of money different from 
the one established for regulating direct taxation 
could possibly be consistent with the Constitution. 
But, in addition, it is fearlessly asserted that, as 
the Constitution isa grant of defined and specitne 

efinite, 


totally repugnant to its most obvious principles. 
It has been asked, what shall be done with the 
redundant revenue with which the Treasury is 
now overloaded? To the comprehension of a 
| plain understanding there does not seem to be 
| much mystery in the matter. If the land fund ic 
sufficient to meet the necessary expenditures, 
repeal the whole of your taxes. If not sufficient, 
repeal a partof them. If more than sufficient, 
| repeal the whole of the tariff, and curtail the sale 
of the public lands, by limiting it to actual settlers, 
and to actual settlers alone; and in connection 
with this latter subject, establish an equitable 
system of graduation in the price, according to 
the period which the land has remained subject 
| to entry at the minimum price established by the 
| Government. 

It might not be difficult to expatiate upon the 
general course of public affairs, not phe since 
the commencement of the present Administration 
but from the adoption of our present form of 
Government; but it is not now considered neces- 
sary. 

On one topic of general discussion, within the 
last three years, a single remark may not be in- 
appropriate. Believing, at the time the subject 
was first investigated in Congress, that the change 
of the deposit of the public money from the Bank 
of the United States to the local banks was, if 
not the wisest, among the wisest acts of General 
Jackson’s civil administration, subsequent expe- 
rience and observation have strengthened and con- 
firmed that opinion, And I now as confidently 
believe that, if the Bank of the United States had 





|| held the control of the large amount of public 


| money at the time its charter was about to ex- 
pire, which would have been in its possession if 
the fiscal agency of the Government had not been 
previously taken away from it, the local banks 
would have been crushed, and a scene of pecu- 
niary distress and ruin created, such as the wild- 
est imagination would scarcely be able to con- 
ceive. 

Mr. DUNLAP said, as the bill from the Senate 
embraced the object contemplated by the resolu- 
tion under consideration, and as the time was 
near at hand for proceeding with the orders of 
the day, he would move to postpone the further 
consideration of the subject before the House 
until Monday next,’ at which time he should 


While the bill under consideration proposes to || move to appropriate the three hours which would 
distribute according to this rule, it is not until || otherwise be devoted to the continuation of this 


fifteen per centum have been previously secured 
to the States of Ohio, Indiana, IJlinois, Alabama, 
Missouri, Mississippi, and Louisiana, and to 
those at the northwest, the benefits of the expend- 
itures already made in building and repairing the 
Cumberland road, without any charge or deduc- 
tion, except the nominal reimbursement from 
the two per cent. fund originally set apart for its 
construction, Itis true, the Federal Constitution 
has set up no standard by which money or other 
favors shall be distributed among the States, and 
this is of itself sufficient to show that no such 





* In Mr. Ciay’s last elaborate speech upon the bill for 
distributing the proceeds of the land sales, he is understood 
to have said, that if,in consequence of the distribution pro- 
posed, there should not be money in the Treasury to meet 
ordinary expenditures, the duties on wines and silks might 
be restored or increased. This is ominous, but it is not the 
only circumstance going to show the connection of his 
scheme, and the scheme of Mr. Catnoun, with the con- 
tinuance. and, if necessary, the increase of a high tariff. It 
is sufficient to refer to the fact, that the scheme to distribute 
dates with the “ compromise” tariff aet of 1833, intended 
by Mr. Ciay, and so stated by him, was to save, not to 
destroy, the protective system. If the scheme of distribu- 
tion, in either form, as presented by Mr. Cuay or Mr. Cat- 
HOUN, shall be carried, my life on it the tariff will be in- 
creased and pefpetuated. 


debate, to the consideration of the ‘Tennessee land 
bill. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved to lay the resolu- 
tions of the Kentuck islature, together with 
the instructions, on the table. 

Mr. STORER asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. SPEIGHT, in view of the importance of 
the motion, proposed that there should be a call 
of the House; which was agreed to. 

After proceeding a short time with the call, 
Mr. MERCER moved that it be suspended; and 
after some conversation between that gentleman 
and Mr. Speicuat, 

Mr. HANNEGAN remarked that he of 
the call would be proceeded in, and that 7 
should have a full House, as the motion whi 
he had made was intended by him to be a test 
vote on the one of distributing the proceeds 
of the sales of the public lands. 

The motion to suspend the call was lost; and 
the roll was then called through, as were also the 
absentees, when it appeared that one hundred and 
ninety members were in attendance. 

Mr. HEISTER moved to suspend all further 
proceedings under the call; which was agreed to. 
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Mr. MANN, of New York, appealed to the 

nileman from Indiana to withdraw the motion, 
as he desired to make @ few remarks on the sub- 
ject before the House. 

Mr. HANNEGAN could not withdraw the 
motion. 











and one of the most abominable Federal maxims 
ever advanced. It was making the voice of the 
people give way to the voice of corruption. It 
might be New York Democracy, but it was not 
the kind of Democracy which prevailed in Ten- 
nessee. There it was held that the rule of 
Mr. ADAMS called for the reading of the res- |} Democracy was the rule of the majority alone. 
olution of instructions; which being done, The caucus system was another of the principles 
Mr. McCOMAS desired to know whether it || of the New York Democracy, a principle he 
was intended that the motion to lay on the table || declared to be at war with the Constitution. He 
should be a test question on the propriety of dis- || described the manner in which he himself had 
tributing the proceeds of the public lands. || been nominated to the Baltimore convention. 
Mr. HANNEGAN repeated that he had made || Nine individuals out of ten thousand, at Nash- 
the motion expressly for the purpose of testing || ville, had met and nominated him, and the nom- 
the sense of the House on the subject alluded to. || ination was afterwards approved of by some fifty 
The motion to lay the resolutions of the Legis- | or sixty more, and he paid as much attention to 
lature of Kentucky, and the instructions moved || it as he should to the whistling of a bird. It was 
by Mr. WittiaMs, on the table, was then decided || said the principle of the caucus system was indis- 
in the affirmative, as follows: pensable to keep the party together; why, carry 
YEAS—Mesers. Ash, Ashley, Barton, Beale, Bean, Beau- || 0Ut such a principle, and the election of a king 
mont, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Cam- | might be justifie under it. He again denounced 

breieng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, John F. Hl. Clai- || jt ag one of the most dangerous of the Federal | 


borne, Cleveland, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, Dick- nak aay E . 
erson, DoulAeday, Dunlap, Fairfield, Farlan, William K. | doctrines, and tending to the most alarming 


Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, Gillett, Glascock, Grant- || inroads upon the liberties of ae dle. He then 
land, Grayson, Griffin, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Han- || adverted to the loss of the fortification bill. He 
negan, vm G. ee een eee Naneen || said he saw the chairman [Mr. Campreene] of 
ard, Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph || 4). in 3 
Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, || the committee of conference on. that occasion, 
Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Law- || when he returned, and asked him if they had 
ler, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Leonard, Logan, goyell, } agreed, and that gentleman informed him that 
Lucas, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Martin, John Y. || they had. and that he was only waiting fo 
Mason, Wiiliam Mason, Moses Mason, May, McKay, Mc- i] Bem e to make the re i to th mu ait 
Keon, McKim, McLene, Montgomery, Morgan, Mublen- || portunity f > Feport to the ouse. | 
berg, Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, Patton, Phelps, Pinck- || He was, however, astonished ps after to see 
ney, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Rogers, || the same gentleman get up and protest against | 
Schenck, Seymour, Sickles, Smith, Speight, Sutherland, 
Taylor, Thomas, John ‘Thomson, Toucey, Towns, Turrill 
Vanderpoel, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Wébster, and 
Weeks—lill. 


| 
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| that very report from being made, on the ground | 
of there being no quorum in the House. He | 
/remarked upon the extraordinary manner in | 


NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Alicn, \| which the Journal was kept at present, by the | 


Anthony, Bailey, Bell, Borden, Briggs, Buchanan, Bunch, || test of Messrs. Gras 
y a : , », Sew . ; | st *SSrs. scoc oO s 
William B. Calhoun, Campbell, Carter, George Chambers, || PT° f Messr ua K, Rowinson, and 


Jown Chambers, Childs, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, || GARLAND, of Louisiana, containing their reasons 
Corwin, Crane, Cushing, Deberry, Denny, Evans, Everett, || for not voting on the abolition question, being 
French, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, Granger, Graves, Grennell, |) now spread on the Journal. 
Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Samuel 8. Harrison, Hazel- 


| 


| 





opinion, not even General Washington himself, 
in his day. It was a despotic doctrine to say 
that any man was above public opinion, where 
‘*a king could do no wrong.”’ After dwellin 

on these topics for some time, he concluded; oat 

Mr. PICKENS obtained the floor, and said 
he would move that the committee rise, though, 
if it was desired, he would proceed. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, said, it was 
evident there was not a quorum present, and he 
asked that the Chair count the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN counted, and reported only 
fifty-one members present. 

r. MERCER said a quorum was doubtless 
within the Capitol, and he would take that oppor- 
tunity of sending to the Chair an amendment to 
the amendment, authorizing the President of the 
United States to expend so much of said sum as 
he may deem expedient for the purpose of estab- 
lishing a sational Sountery! Mr. M. (Mr. Picx- 
Ens having given way) made a few remarks in 
relation to his amendment. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, was in favor of the 
object of his colleague, but he would suggest some 
limitation of the amount to be appropriated for 
the purpose, say $100,000. 

Mr. MERCER replied, that a limitation was 
hardly necessary, inasmuch as money laid out 
for cannon was just as valuable to the country 
as if it was preserved in gold orsilver coin. He 
again entered into a brief statement, showing the 
necessity of the Government having a foundery 
of its own, and thereby the insuring of the man- 
ufacture of a good material. He preferred leaving 
the sum to be expended to the discretion of the 
Executive. 

Mr. PICKENS then proceeded to address the 
committee on the bill under consideration. He 
avowed himself willing to go, as far as was con- 
sistent with reason and the public policy, to ap- 


Every other mem- || propriate as much as could be expended in the 


tine, Heister, Hoar, Hopkins, Howell, Hubley, Hunt, Inger '| ber had an equal right, and the Journal might be || present year for fortificationg; but it must be 
’ . , ary, , ; 73 , * - 


soll, William Jackson, Janes, Jenifer, Laporte, Lawrence, || filled in this way. 


He then referred to Judge | shown to him that they were necessary to pro- 


Lay, Luke Lea, Lewis, Lincoln, Love, Sampson Mason, || White’s letter to John Ross, and said that Judge || tect and give vigor to our Navy. Further than 


MeCarty, McComas, McKennan, Mercer, Miliigan, Morris, | 


|| White had been consulted by Ross as a lawyer 
Parker, Dutee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Phil- || 5 ea ‘ es Wh, He 
lips, Potts, Reed, Rencher, Robertson, Russell, Wiiliam B. and that his letter was a legal opinion. hen 
Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Slade, Spangler, Sprague, || the question of State jurisdiction came up, Judge 
@tandefer, Steele, Storer, Taliaferro, Waddy Thompson, 
Turner, Underwood, Vinton, Washington, White, Elisha 
Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Williams—89. 


So the whole subject was laid on the table. 

The hour of one having arrived, the SpeaKER 
announced the special order. 

Mr. LOVE moved to suspend the rules for the 


purpose of calling the States for petitions; which 
was lost. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved to take 


i} 
| 
| 


'that letter, that quoad the United States, the 


jutisdiction within her territorial limits. The 
one was a legal opinion, given on consultation in 
, the character of counsel, and was confined to the 
| question of sovereignty between the United States 


tional opinion as respected the latter people and 
up the resolution from the Senate fixing a day || the State of Georgia. There was, then, no incon- 
for the adjournment of Congress. sistenoy between the two documents. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN called for the yeas and || Mr. F. then adverted to the subject of the sur- 
nays; which were ordered. lus revenue. He had made a calculation, and 

Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped the gentleman || he found that all the bills before Congress at that 
from Kentucky would withdraw his motion. The || time, if they should pass, amounted, exclusive of 
best way to bring the session to a speedy term- || the French spoliation claims, to an Soe 
ination was to persevere in transacting the public || of about $23,000,000, say $25,000,0 
business, without wasting the time in motions to 
suspend the rules. 

Mr. WILLIAMS declined withdrawing his 
motion; when it was negatived—yeas 98, nays 
89; two thirds being necessary. 





To say that to return a people the money that 
| belonged to them would corrupt them, was abso- 
lutely ridiculous. This was the argument of the 
entleman from Georgia [Mr. Haynes] that morn- 
|ing, and it was the strongest he had ever heard 
from any man. The manner in which Congress 
On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, and in || had been in the habit of voting gy the public 
further execution of the special order of the 26th || money was far more corrupting. He censured 
of January, the House resolved itself into the |} the mode of members voting books to themselves, 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the || perhaps to the value of $1,000 each; and he had 
Union, (Mr. Mann, of New York, in the chair,) || always condemned it. 
and resumed the consideration of the bill making On the subject of the deposit banks, he re- 
appropriations for certain fortifications of the || viewed the course of the House, on the resolution 
nited States, for the year 1836. | of Mr. Wise, in resisting an inquiry into the 
The question pending being the motion of Mr. || connection of that ‘‘ traitor and perjured scoun- 
Camprecene to amend the bill by inserting an || drel,’”? Reuben M. Whitney, with those banks. 
item of $700,000 for the armament of the fortifica- || It was due to the Secretary of the Treasury, that 


tions, this investigation should have been had, in spite 
Mr. FORESTER resumed his remarks, and 


set out by a review of the land bill. He then | 
adverted to the course of Mr. Van Buren, upon | officer was above public opinion. What the facts 
former occasions, on the subject of internal im- | were, Mr. F. knew not; but it was due to Mr. 
provements, the Bank of the United.States, &c. || Woodbury, and due to the country, that the 

He examined that principle of the majority || charges made on the floor of that House, by one 
party which said that ‘* the spoils belong to the || of its distinguished members, should have been 
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~ vwictors,’’ which was an anti-Democratic doctrine, i met. He would say no man was above public 


| White reiterated the same doctrine contained in | 


and the Cherokees; the other was his constitu- | 


, and this | 
would inevitably leave a surplus in the Treasury. | 


of the defense made of him by the gentleman | 
from New Hampshire, [Mr. Pierce,] that that 


| 
i 





Cherokees were independent, but that Georgia || Power. t a 
| being one of the original States, she had supreme || that had been brought <— the late discussions— 


| 


| 


| 





| 
| 
| 


| 


principles of this Government. The whole course 


this he would not go, and should resist every 
project to expend the public money in an indis- 
criminate erection of fortifications. The best 
defense of this country was, to have a naval force 
of sufficient strength to counteract any other 
Mr. P. then reviewed the various topics 


the surplus revenue, the compromise bill, the 
Texan war, &c. He was in favor of the inde- 
pendgnce of Texas, but he did not desire to take 
any step that should put a stop to negotiation 
between the United Statesand Mexico. He then 
reviewed, at great length, the speech of Mr. Cam- 
BRELENG, the doctrines of which (he said) had 
raised his indignation. He adverted to the allu- 
sion of the gentleman about the right of legislat- 
ing for posterity. To deny this right would 
bring on anarchy, and the government of brutal 
numbers over virtue and morality. The same 
gentleman had also said this nation had been con- 
verted into one great gambling-house. He asked 
who had broughtit to thiscondition? The party 
now in power—a viler, a more degraded, a more 
corrupt set of wretches never lived. The con- 
tempt of pledges, man-worshiping, office-seek- 
ing, &c., had wrought a distinct change in the 


of the present Administration, from General Jack- 
son’s first war upon the Supreme Court down to 
his assaults upon the Senate, had produced all 
this. General Jackson’s appeals to the people 
were appeals to brutal numbers. On these points 
Mr. P. dwelt at length, and with great earnest- 
ness. After dwelling on these subjects at some 
length, he concluded. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD obtained the floor, and 
moved that the committee rise, which was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 49, nays 87. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD then proceeded to address 
the committee on the subject of the surplus rev- 


enue, the land bill, &c. He went on to prove: 


1. That there was a surplus in the Treasury of 


sufficient magnitude to justify a distribution of it. 
2. That a distribution thereof was constitu- 
tional; and ‘ 
3. That it was consistent with policy thata 
eee of the surplus revenue should be 
e. 
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On those points he dwelt at some length, and 
on the first entered into a variety of statistical 
details to show that a surplus now existed, and 
would continue to accrue after the necessary 
expenditures of the country had been made. 

fter proceeding for some time, Mr. U. gave 
way to Mr. LEWIS, who moved that the com- 
mittee rise, when the tellers reported—ayes 25, 
noes 70; no quorum. The committee rose and 
reported that fact to the House. 

Mr. CUSHMAN then moved a call of the 
House. : 

Mr. VINTON moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG called for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered, and were as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Bell, Borden, Bunch, 
William B. Calhoun, George Chambers, Nathaniel H. Clai- 
borne, Clark, Corwin, Deberry, Denny, Evans, Everett, 
Graves, Grayson, Griffin, Hiiand Hall, Hazeltine, Howell, 
Hubley, William Jackson, Lawler, Lay, Lewis, Sampson 
Mason, Mercer, Muhlenberg, Phillips, Pickens, Potts, 
Rencher, Augustine H. a Shields, Spangler, Stan- 
defer, Storer, Underwood, Vinton, White, and Wise—39. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams. Heman Alien, Bean,Beaumont, 
Rouldin, Bovee, Briggs, Brown, Buchanan, Cambreleng, 
Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, John F. H. Claiborne, 
Cleveland, éraig, Cramer, Cushman, Dickerson, Doubie- 
day, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Farlan, French, Fry, Philo C. 
Fuller, James Garland, Gillett, Glascock, Granger, Grant- 
land, Haley, Hannegan, Hawes, Henderson, Heister, Hop- 
kins, Howard, Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, 
Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Jud- 
son, Kennon, Kilgore, Lane, Lawrence, Gideon Lee, 
Joshua Lee, Leonard, Lincoln, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, 
Moses Mason, McKay, McKim, McLene, Miller, Mont- 
gomery, Morgan, Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, Dutee J. 
Pearce, Phelps, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Russell, Schenck, 
Seymour, Speight, Sprague, Sutherland, ‘Thomas, John 
Thomson, Toucey, Turner, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, 
Elisha Whittlesey, and Sherrod Williams—87. 

So the House refused to adjourn, and, a quo- 
rum being present, again went into Committee of 
the Whole. ' : 

After speaking some time, Mr. Unperwoop 
gave way toa motion of Mr. ADAMS, that the 
committee rise; which was decided in the nega- 
tive—ayes 50, noes 71. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD again resumed his re- 
marks, and in a few minutes he gave way at the 
sraaess of ; 

r. WISE, who moved that the committee 
rise. 

The question was taken; and there appeared 
—ayes ol, noes 54; no quorum voting. 

The committee rose, and reported that fact to 
the House. 

Mr. EVANS moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. CUSHMAN asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and were—yeas 66, nays 
69; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Ash, Bailey, Borden, Briggs, Buchanan, Bunch, William 
B. Calhoun, Carter, George Chambers, Childs, Nathaniel 
H. Claiborne, Corwin, Denny, Evans, Forester, Philo C. 
Fuller, James Garland, Granger, Graves, Grennell, Hiland 
Hall, Hazeluine, Henderson, Hoar, Hopkins, Howell, Hub- 
ley, Ingersoll, Ingham, John W. Jones, Lawrence, Luke 
Lea, Lineoin, Loyaii, John Y. Mason, Sampson Mason, 
Maury, McComas, McKay, Morgan, Morris, Muhlenberg, 
Pettigrew, Phelps, Phillips, Reed, Robertson, Shields, 
Slade, Spangler, Standefer, Steele, Storer. Taliaferro, 
Thomas, jfoucey, Underwood, Webster, White, Elisha 
Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Williams, and 
Wise—66. . 


NAYS — Messrs. Barton, Bean, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, | 


Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Cleveland, Craig, Cra- 
mer, Cushman, Dickerson, Dromgoole, Fairfield, Farlin, 
William K. Fuller, Gillett, Glascock, Grantland, Haley, 
Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, Albert G. Harrison, 
Hawes, Haynes, Heister, Huntsman, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, 
Joseph Johnson, Cave Johnson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, 
Lane, Lansing, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Leonard, Logan, 
Lucas, Job Mann, William Mason, Moses eavte, Main, 
McLene, Miller, Montgomery, Page, Parks, Fat n 
Dutee J. Pearce, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Rogers, Russell, 
Schenck, Seymour, Sickles, Speight, 8 e, Sutherland, 
Taylor, John Thomson, Turner, and Wardwell—69. 


The CHAIR stated that as there wasa quorum 


present, the House would again go into commit- 
tee. 


Mr. ADAMS moved a call of the House, and 
asked for the yeas and hays on the motion; which 
— ordered, and were—yeas 45, nays 95; as fol- 
ows: : 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Bailey, Borlan, William B. Calhoun, Carter, George 
Cham Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Corwin 
Deberry, Denny, Evans, Everett, Granger, Grennell Hiland 
Hall, Hoar, Howell, Ingersoll, Jenifer, Lawrence, Lincoln, 
Love, Sampson Mason, Milligan, Morris, James A. Pierce, 
Phillips, Ene neee a n, Slade, 8 er, 
Elisha’ Whinsecrt Lens Williecas and’ Shera Wi? 
. an > 
liams—45, : ? 


| 
| 
| 


|| evening. 


| 
} 
| 
| 
| 
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| tion, that the fortification bill be made the special 


journed. 


—— eee — 


NAYS—Messrs. Ash, Barton, Bean, Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, 
Brown, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Craig, | 
Cramer, Cushman, Dickerson, Fairfield, Farlin, Forester, 

French, Philo C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, | 
Gillet, Glascock, Grantland, Grayson, Haley, Joseph Hall, | 


fy 
1] 


Hamer, Hannegan, Hard, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, || 


Haynes, Hazeltine, Heister, Hopkins, Hubley, Huntsman, | 
Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Cave John- 
son, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Kennon, Kilgore, | 
Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Luke | 
Lea, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, Abijah Mann, Job | 
Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses || 
Mason, Maury, McKay, McKim, McLene, Miller, Morgan, || 
Muhlenberg, Parks, Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Pettigrew, || 
Phelps, Joseph Reynolds, Rogers, Russell, Schenck, Sey- | 
mour, Shields, Sickles, Speight, Sprague, Standeter, Suth- || 
erland, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, Wagener, | | 
and Wardwell—95. 


So the motion for a call of the House was neg- 
atived. 








Mr. SUTHERLAND had voted twice against || 
| an adjournment, and there seemed to be a determ- | 
| ination to report the bill to the House that l} 

It was probable that this could not be || 
|| done; and he therefore moved to suspend the 
|| rules, for the 


purpose of moving that this bill be 
made the spall order for to-morrow at ten 
o’clock, 

This would enable gentlemen to speak, and he 
was willing, for this purpose, to continue in ses- 
sion until the rising of the sun on Wednesday 
morning, provided the subject should be then 
disposed of. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, suggested that || Mr. Huspanp, for setting apart the Fridays and 


| Saturdays of each week - for the consideration 


the bill be taken up at eleven o’clock in the morn- 


ing. 

Mr.SUTHERLAND had no objections to that 
hour. 

Mr. WISE asked for the yeas and nays on the 
motion to suspend the rules; which were not or- 
dered, and the motion was carried—ayes 110, noes 


19. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND then submitted his mo- 





order for eleven o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, proposed ten 
o’clock. 

Mr. WISE inquired whether this was a debat- 
able question ? 

The CHAIR said it was not. 

Mr. WISE then moved that the House adjourn; 
which was negatived. 

Mr. Gar.anp’s amendment was negatived; and | 
the motion of Mr. SurHERLAND was agreed to. | 

The House then (at eight o’clock p. m.) ad- 


Ld 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, May 24, 1836. 


Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented the memo- 
rial of the president and directors of the Union 
Bank ef Maryland, praying for the interference 
of Congress to correct a mistake made in tran- 
scribing the award of the commissioners under the 
French treaty; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


On motion of Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands was discharged from the 
further consideration of the memorial of the trus- 
tees of the University of Nashville. 

Messrs. SWIFT and PRENTISS, from the 
Committee on Claims, reported bills from the 
House, without amendment. 

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported the bill for the relief of 
the heirs of William Fisher, without amendment. 


NEW POST ROUTE. 
Mr. McKEAN submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the propriety of 
establishing a post route between Liverpool, in Perry coun- 
tyyand Mifflin, in Juniata county, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania. 





CREEK WAR. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, stated that he had 
received information, on which the most perfect 
reliance could be placed, that a great number of 
individuals had been driven from their homes on 
the Alabama side of the Chattahoochee river, by 
the hostile Creek Indians, many of them having 


: families, being deprived of their all, and having 
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no means of sustaining themselves until the Ln- 
dians can be put down, and the country restored 
to a state of peace and quiet. It was not neces- 
sary (Mr. K. said) to dwell on the scenes of 
affirction which were now witnessed in that un- 
happy country;all they could now do was to ex- 
tend to them such assistance as would enable 
these unfortunate people to sustain nature until 
their country could be restored to a state of peace 
and quiet, and they reinstated in their homes. 
He therefore asked leave to introduce a joint res- 
olution authorizing the President of the United 
States to cause rations to be issued from the pub- 


| lic stores to supply, for the present, those suf- 


} 
} 


| 


ferers who have not the means of sustaining them- 
selves and families. 

He hoped that the resolution would be received 
by unanimous consent, and that the rule of the 


| Senate requiring one day’s previous notice would 


be dispensed with. In a case of this nature, 


| (Mr. K. said,) even one day was of importance. 


The resolution was then read twice, and or- 


| dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


At a subsequent part of the day, the above 
resolution having been reported correctly en- 
grossed, was, on motion of Mr. K., and by unan- 
| mous consent, read the third time and passed. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 
The resolution submitted on Saturday by 


of private bills, was taken up for consideration; 
and after a debate, in which Messrs. HUBBARD, 
WEBSTER, CALHOUN, PORTER, NAU- 


| DAIN, LINN, and HENDRICKS, took part, 


and an ineffectual motion to lay it on the table, 
the resolution was rejected—ayes 13, noes 17. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the 
Senate then took up and adopted the resolution 
providing that the meetings of the Senate, for the 
remaider of the session, shall be at eleven o’clock 
in the morning. 

MARINE SCHOOL. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill appro riating $10,000 for 
| the establishment of a school at Boston, for the 
| education of boys intended for the maritime ser- 
vice; which was read and ordered to a second 
reading. 








EXPENSES IN FLORIDA. 
The gard stg cren. payment for expenses in- 
| curred, and for supplies furnished for the volun- 
| teers called out for the defense of Florida, was 
| read the third time and passed. 


FRAUDS IN PUBLIC LANDS. 





‘| On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the res- 
|| olution to provide payment for the persons em- 
|| ployed in taking testimony under the resolution 


| of the Senate in relation to frauds on the public 
| lands was taken up and considered, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill making 
| appropriations for the purchase of sites, the col- 
| dection of materials, and the commencement of 
| certain fortifications—the question being on Mr. 
| Benron’s motion to strike out the appropriation 
| for Portsmouth, New Hampshire, and insert in 
| lieu thereof “for fortifications at Portsmouth, 
| New Hampshire, $150,000 annually for two 
| years.’ 
‘ Mr. HUBBARD Vaddressed the Senate in a 
sneew of some length in favor of the motion; 
an 
After some remarks from Mr. WEBSTER, the 
question on the motion was decided in the affirm- 
ative—yeas 17, nays 16; as follows: 
~Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
eee, ofiitinois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, 
Linn, Rives, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, 
Walker, and Wright—17. ; 
Li ng Sree 
> , 
See Neate, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Tomiin- 
son, Webster, and White—16. 
Mr. PRESTON then moved to strike out the 
appropriation for Portsmouth, on the ground that 
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there were no estimates and surveys for fortifi- | suspend the rules to enable him to offer the first when necessary, or an equivalent; but no part of « man’s 


cations at that harbor; which motion was sup- || resolution. 


Messrs. CALHOUN, CRITTEN- | 


rted b 
DEN, PRESTON, and PORTER, and opposed || peared—yeas 82, nays 68; so the rules were not 
suspended, two thirds being necessary. 


by Messrs. HUBBARD and BENTON. aii 
On taking the question, Mr. Preston’s motion | 
was lost—yeas 10, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—Messre. Calhoun, Crittenden, Ewing of Ohio, || report of Mr. Pinckney, from the committee on 


{ 


King of Georgia, Leigh, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Pres- ‘t 


ton, and White—10, 
NAYS—Mesers. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Davis, Ewing 
of Itinols, Goldsborough, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Hub- | 
bard, King of Alabama, Linn, Morris, Nicholas, Nues, 
Porter, Rives, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tail- 
madge, Tomlinson, Waiker, Webster, and Wright—25. 


Mr. BENTON moved further to amend the 
bill, by striking out ‘* for fortifications at Salem, 








| 


Massachusetts,”’ and inserting ‘* $75,000 poran- | floor, addressed the House in continuation of his 


; | remarks. ; = 
addressed the Senate in a speech 1 brackets was delivered on Saturday last, but was | gislature, the measure would conduce to the ** good 


unavoidably crowded out of Monday’s paper. 


num, for two years, for the same object.’ 
Mr. DAVIS 


of some iength, in opposition to the bill generally. 


tion of Mr. Roperrson to recommit the report | 
to the same committee with instruetions to report | 
a resolution declaring that Congress has not the 
power to abolish slavery in the District of Co- 


mepae shall be taken from him, or applied to public u 
without his own consent, or that of the poprebontenie’ 


The question was then taken; when there ap- body of the people.” 


Provisions nearly, or precisely similar, are to 
be found in the bill of rights of Massachusetts, 
section ten; of Delaware, section ten; of Vermont, 
section ten. The constitutions, moreover, of 
each of these States confer ample power on its 
legislative body to pass all laws for the good and 
welfare of the Commonwealth, not repugnant to 
the Constitution itself. (Constitution New Hemp. 
shire, constitution Massachusetts, article four; 
constitution Vermont, section two.) Taking 
these provisions together, it may be fairly con- ° 
tended that there is full authority to take away 
private property, whether wanted for public use 
or otherwise, whenever, in the opinion of the Le- 


ABOLITION OF SLAVERY. 
The House resumed the consideration of the 


he subject of the abolition of slavery. 
The immediate question pending was the mo- 


umbia. | 
Mr. ROBERTSON, who was entitled to the 





The portion of Mr. R.’s speech in | 


and welfare’? of the Commonwealth. 


Mr. NILES replied at some length in its sup- 


[Mr. Speaker, I have said more than I had in- 


port. 
After some further remarks from Mr. DAVIS, 
the Senate adjourned. 


tended on the preliminary grounds justifying the 
submission of the resolution now under diseus- 
sion. [ come now directly to the question in- 
volved init. From all that has been said, it is 
my fate, I fear, to addressan unwilling auditory— 
one, perhaps, that has already prejudged the ques, 
tion. A very general impression, none can doubt, 
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Mr. ADAMS rose and remarked, that he had | 
asked the consent of the House several days since, 
to permit him to offer two resolutions calling on 
the President for information. He had not Been 
successful; and he now asked the consent of the 


that the abolition of slavery is clearly within the 
constitutional power of Easaniee. Nothing is 
more natural. Born or raised under institutions 
adverse to slavery, and under which it has, in 


exists among our fellow-citizens of the North, | 


Rhode Island derived her institutions from King 
Charles the Second, of blessed memory, and stil] 
reposes under the protection of the royal charter, 
That charter gave to the Governor and com- 
pany authority to pass all laws as to them might 
seem meet for the * good and welfare’? of the said 
company, &c., so as such laws be not contrary and 
repugnant to the laws of England; and as slavery 
was an institution not recognized by the laws of 
England, whatever doubts may exist of the right: 
to establish it in Rhode Island, none can possibly 
exist as to the right to abolish it. 

In New York, the old constitution of 1777 gave, 
if possible, still greater latitude. It vested the 


House to submit the resolutions to which he had | 


most cases, been long abolished, they readily | 


referred, and also to permit him to state, in a few 


words, the reasons which had induced him to | 


offer them. 


} 


The resolutions were read for information, as | 


follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House, if not incompatible 


with the public interest, copies of any overture made since | 
the 3d of March, 1829, by his authority, to the Government | 


of the United Mexican States, forthe acquisition, by the 


United States, of any portion of the Territories of Mexico; | 


and copies of all the correspondence between the two Gov- 

ernments relating thereto, and upon any question of bound- 

ary existing between the United States and Mexico. 
Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 


quested to communicate to this House, if not incompatible | 


with the public nein: | and translations of any law, 
decree, or ordinance of the Mexican Republic, abolishing 
slavery within the Territories thereof, which may be in pos- 
session of the executive department of the United States. 


Objection being made to their reception, 


Mr. ADAMS renewed the megane. that he | 


might be permitted to assign brie 
why he had proposed the resolutions. 

This was also objected to; when Mr. CHAM- 
BERS, of Kentucky, moved to suspend the rules, 


y the reasons | 


to enable the gentleman from Massachusetts to 


make the statement which he desired. 


Mr. HUNTSMAN inquired whether the ques- 


tion was divisible? He would hear the gentleman 


in reference to the first resolution; but not upon | 
the second. He had no objection to the adoption | 
of the former resolution, and he had reason to | 
believe that the President would promptly give | 


the information desired by it. 


The CHAIR said the proceeding was irregu- | 


lar, and thatthe motion was not divisible. 
The motion of Mr. Cuampers was then nega- 
tived without a count. m 
Mr. ADAMS then moved to suspend the rules 
to enable him to offer his resolutions, and asked 
for the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina, said, | 


' 
| 


i 
| 


|| grounds. : f l 
| of thought, with their feelings, and, I may add, | 


adopt the opinion that it is lawful for every other | 
Government to do the same. It is natural, sir, | 
but net logical, that they should jump to this | 
conclusion, without nicely examining into its 
It fallsin with all their early habitudes 


what is still more difficult to encounter, with their | 
prejudices, They have probably in few instances 
ever thought to inquire whether the provisions of 
the Federal Constitution, which bear upon this 
question, eee with their own. Yet every 
candid man will admit that this is the test by 
which the proposition is to be tried. I have en- | 
deavored to examine into this matter with some 
care, and think I may venture to say that while 
there is, perhaps, not one of the northern States 
whose fundamental law may not be reasonably 
construed to give the power of abolishing slavery 


} 





to the respective legislative bodies, ar all of 
them, in this particular, vary essentially from | 
that of the State of Virginia, and of the United | 
States, under both of which such power is denied | 
to exist. I do not entertain the vain hope of re- 
moving the impressions or changing the opinion 
of any gentleman on this floor. The powers of 
a Chatham or a Cicero would in all probability 
work no such effect. But we may hope, from 
the interesting nature of the subject, that every 

entleman will examine fully into the reasons of 
Eis belief, renounce it if Wis own reflections prove 
to him that it rests upon fallacious principles; or, 
if otherwise, show us the substantial grounds 
upon which it can be maintained. 


The reasons, Mr. Speaker, why the institutions | 


che a. 





of the northern States admit or require the inter- 
pretation I have mentioned must occur at once to 
every one. In those States, during our revolu- 
tionary struggle, slaves were comparatively few, 
and the intention of abolishing slavery, if not 
actually carried into effect, entertained in almost 
all. It would have been absurd, therefore, in 


as the motion was not now subject to amend- | 


; ; , i aj ituti e the door to 
ment, he wished to give notice, that if the rules | framing their constitutions, to) ai98 


abolition, or throw any serious obstacle in its 





supreme, not merely exclusive, legislative power 
in two bodies; it contained no direct provision, 
as far as I have seen, protecting private cerry 
from seizure, except what is contained in the 
thirteenth section, which declares “‘ that no mem- 
ber of this State shall be disfranchised or de- 
prived of any of the rights or privileges secured 
to the subjects of this State by this constitution, 
uNLESS by the law of the land, or the judgment of 
his peers.’’. Thus, then, in New York, not only 
was the right of the citizen in his property not 
secured by any constitutional provision, but even 
if it was, it might at any time be wrested from 
him by any law of the land’’ passed by the 
supreme legislative power—supreme indeed, since 
it might abrogate the Constitution itself. 

Nor do I find in the constitution of New Jersey 
any recognition of the inviolability of private prop- 
erty. The Legislature is clothed with power 
simply ‘to pass laws.’’ The common law of 
England is declared to be in force; and it follows, 
consequently, that the Legislature might, (as the 
omnipotent Parliament of Great Britain might,) 
under the common law, and in the absence of any 
restrictive clause, exercise the power of abolish- 
ing slavery. 

Pennsylvania, it is sere ge a law abol- 
ishing slavery as early as 1780. I have already 
shown that the right to do so existed under sim- 
ilar provisions to those which existed in the in- 
stitutions of New Hampshire and other northern 
and eastern States. 

Mr. Speaker, in proceeding with the examina- 
tion of the constitutional question involved in the 
resolution before the House, I shall enter into no 
discussion of what the venerable member from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] tauntingly terms 
the sublime merits of slavery; and which, sir, 
permit me to say, whatever they may be, are 
not gerhaps greatly excelled by the sublime mer- 
its of modern abolitionism. Nor will I bestow 
a moment’s attention upon the resolution of the 
select committee, denying the right of Congress 


were suspended, and the resqlutions submitted, he | 
would move to amend the first by inquiring also | 
of the President the present condition of Texas, 

its political organization, and his opinion of the || 
expediency of the recognition by this Govern- | 


ment of its independence. 





to interfere with slavery in the States. I have 
never considered these questions proper to be de- 
bated in this Hall. I voted against the reference 
of the last, with instructions to report upon it, 
because such reference seemed to imply a doubt 
respecting rights held by a title paramount to the 


way. The reverse, however, was the case in the 
South; and there it was reasonable to expect the 
fundamental law would be more guarded in pro- 
tecting what was a most important interest in a 
large proportion of the community. The fact, it 


Mr. HUNTSMAN hoped, if it was practica- | is believed, will be found in a great degree to cor- 


ble, that the motion to suspend the rules should } respond with these views. 


be taken separately on each resolution. He was || .,: : 
in favor of the first, but opposed to the second, | ~~ Poe ues spice, SAY oe 
resolution. He had reason to know, and did | canten ttn bill of ri py 
know, that the President was ready to answerat : 
~~ moment. 

ir. ADAMS, in order to accommodate the 
gentleman, would vary his motion so as to 


he is therefore to contribute his 


ook, sir, to the constitution of New Hamp- 
ed as 

e twelfth 
ights. It is in these words: 
“ Every member of the community has a right to be pro- 
tected by it in the enjoyment of life, eae and property ; 
share in the ex- 

pense of such protection, and to yield his personal service, 


authority of Congress, and toe firmly settled to 
receive any additional strength from its conces- 
stone. Should ey gee however, 
that the question s t upon that resolu- 
tion, I on feel compelled. to vote for it, rather 
than deny what [ insist is self-evident. 

The question before us, Mr. Speaker, is one 
that admits of little play of the fancy, and rejects 
even, if it were in my power to command them, 
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all rhetorical ornaments. It is a dry question of 
constitutional law, and I fear, from its nature, 
however all must acknow its intrinsic im- 

ce, little ealeulated to attract the attention 
of any but gentlemen accustomed to legal inves- 
tigations. 

I endeavored to show, when last addressing 
the House, the probability of a strong bias on 
the minds of northern gentlemen, produced by 
their own peculiar institutions and feelings. The 

rovisions of their fundamental laws were shown 
to be such as to warrant, under a reasonable con- 
struction, the abolition of slavery. In_this 
enumeration, Connecticut was omitted. That 
State, like Rhode Island, remained during our rev- 
olutionary struggle under the regulations of a 
charter granted by Charles the Second. She never 
formed a constitution till the year 1818. By a pro- 
vision of her bill of rights adopted in 1784, section 
2, it was declared that ‘‘ no man’s goods should 
be taken unless clearly warranted by law.’’ All 
tat was necessary to justify the taking of them 
was to pass a law to that effect; and the royal 
charter gave full authority to pass all laws not 
contrary to the laws of England. Now, as slavery 
itself was contrary to the laws of England, there 
was no doubt of the power toabolish it. Anact 
accordingly for its gradual abolition was passed 
in 1784, and it ceased, probably, to exist before 
the adoption of the new constitution. 

It would be tedious, and unnecessary to the 
purpose of my argument, to enumerate in detail 
the various provisions in the constitutions of 
those States where slavery still exists. It is 
enough to say, in general, that Maryland, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, and Tennessee, in refer- 
ence to the security of private rights, adopted, 
with perhaps slight modifications, the provisions 
of the 29th chapter of MagnaCharta. (9 Hen. III.) 

In Kentucky, the emancipation of slaves, with- 
out the consent of their owners, was expressly 
prohibited by the ninth article of her constitution. 

Virginia also, in her bill of rights, inserted the 
provisions of the twenty-ninth chapter of Magna 
Charta, and in regard to private property used a 

hraseology varying from those in the other 
states, already commented on. 

In the sixth article, the language in respect to 
this subject is this: ‘‘All men having sufficient 
evidence of permanent common interest with, and 
attachment to the community, have the right of 
suffrage, and cannot be taxed or deprived of their 
property for public uses without their own con- 
sent, or that of their Representatives so elected;’’ 
and closely resembles that adopted in the Consti- 
tution of the United States, to which alone we 
must refer to ascertain the extent of our authority. 
In the fifth article of the Amendments to the Fed- 
eral Constitution are these words: 

‘* Nor shall private property be taken for public use with- 
out just compensation.”’ 

Whatis the justinterpretation of this provision ? 
Is it not obviously this? Private property may be 
taken for public use; and when so taken, must be 
paid for. This construction is, indeed, substan- 
tially maintained in the report of the select com- 
mittee: 

“The true meaning [says the report, p. 15) of this pro- 
vision obviously is, that private property shall be taken only 
for public use, but shall not be taken even then without 
adequate remuneration.”’ 

It is impossible to deny this without perverting 
the forms from their ordinary signification. To 
found a claim for taking private property, it must 
be wanted for the public use. No learned lawyer 
need be consulted agente true meaning of this 
simple arenes ou can have it expounded 
without difficulty by the plainest farmer or me- 
chanic of the country. Can it be pretended that 
those who framed the Constitution could be 
ignorant of the import of the terms they em- 
ployed? No attempt can be successfully made 
to construe these terms as conferring a right on 

ongress to seize upon Papier property, when- 
ever they may suppose the public good, the general 
welfare require it. No expression can be found 
justly warranting so bold a proposition. The 
men of liberal and enlarged views who framed 
the provision would never have consented to 
such a grant of power, which would, indeed, 
authorize the invasion of private property at the 
mere will and discretion of Congress. They 


| 


a 
a 


designed that it should be held sacred and inviol- 
able by the Government, unless it was necessary 
to appropriate it to the exigencies of the public. 
When that was the case, and then only, could it 
be touched, Should land be wanted for an en- | 
campment, it may be lawfully occupied; slaves, | 
servants, and horses, munitions of war, provi- | 
sions, may be impressed when the country | 

j 


| 
| 
} 


requires them for its own uses or necessities, but 
for no other purpose. You cannot take the prop- 
erty of one man to bestow upon another; still 
less can you confiscate it under a pretext of the | 
general welfare, nor under an authority to use it, 
render it absolutely incapable, as property, of 
any future use whatever. Such is the necessary 
effect of abolition. In this view, Congress has 
no more right to effect it under the Constitution, 
than to confiscate a merchant’s goods and throw 
them into the Potomac, or to waste and destroy 
his lands, or turn them out as a common. 

lf you can do all this in the District, it is 


because you interpret the words public use as of | 


the import with public good, or general welfare. 
This doctrine of the general welfare breaks down 
all limitations of power. 
construction stop? The clause in question was 


not designed solely for the protection of this Dis- | 
If by this forced construction Congress | 
can seize upon the slaves of the District, what is | 


trict. 


to prevent it from stretching its arm across the 


ten miles square, and seizing upon those in the | : 
A ; ay || Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


States? If you may confiscate that property in 


the District upon the plea of the general welfare, | ; ; : 
pres B ’ || resumed the consideration of the bill making ap- 


constitutionally, may you not, with still greater 


propriety, use that power to remove the supposed || 


evil existing in the State on so much more ex- 


-tensiveascale? The inference cannot be resisted. | . : 
|| Mr. Camprevene to amend the bill by inserting 


Human ingenuity cannot assign a solid reason 
for expounding the clause in question so as to 
protect the citizens of the States, and yet to leave 
those of the District exposed. 


An attempt, however, has been made to found | 


a distinction in this respect by calling in aid that 
provision of the Constitution which gives to 
Congress the right to exercise exclusive legislation 
over the District. Exclusive legislation for what? 
For all purposes? No, sir. 
constitutional purposes; for no others. You can- 
not break over the limits of the Constitution 
within the District more than in the States. 
The claims of our citizens to its protection are 
not forfeited within the magic circle of the ten 
miles square. 
church in the District of Columbia? put down the 
press? suppress the liberty of speech? or take 
away the trial by jury? No man will assert this; 
yet these infractions of the rights of the citizens 
are prohibited by no higher authority than that 
which forbids the Government from laying its 
hands upon private property, unless for the use 
of the public. [ ian 
they can, any solid reason for the distinction. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG remarked that there 
were two bills upon the table from the Senate, 
which he moved be read by their titles, and re- 
ferred previous to going into committee on the 
fortification bill. 


Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, hoped the bill | 


from the Senate to distribute the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands would also be taken up 
and referred. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG said that the bill to | 


which the gentleman referred had been debated 
several days, and would probably elicit further 
discussion. He therefore could not consent to 
take it up to the exclusion of the special order. 

The motion to refer the two bills mentioned by 
Mr. CamBrecene was objected to. 

Mr. ALLAN then moved to suspend the rule, 
in order to take up the land bill, and asked for 
the yeas and nays. He gave notice that he would 
make a similar motion every morning for the re- 
mainder of the session, unless the bill was dis- 
posed of. Gentlemen should not dodge the ques- 
tion if he could prevent it. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG had no desire whatever 
to dodge the question. 

The motion to suspend the rules for the pur- 
pose stated was then negatived, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Anthony, Bailey, Buchanan, William B. Calhoun, Camp- 
bell, Carter, George Cham John Chambers, Childs, 
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i] son 
son, Henry Johnson, Lane, Lay, Luke Lea, Lincoly, Samp- 


} 
| 


When, sir, would this | 


For all lawful and | 


Can Congress establish a national | 


entlemen to show, if | 
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Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Connor, Crane, Cushing, 

sberry, Denny, Everett, French, Granger, Graves, Gren- 
nell, Hiland Haji, Hard, Hardin, Harper, Samuel 8. Harri- 
Henderson, Heister, Howell, Ingersoll, William Jack- 
son Mason, MeCarty, McComas, McKay, McKennan, 
Mercer, Montgomery, Merris, Parker, James A. Pearce, 
Pettigrew, Phillips, Pickens, Potts, Reed, Rencher, Rus- 
| sell, William B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Slade, 





| Spangler, Standefer, Steele, Storer, Taliaterro, Waddy 
| Thompson, Turner, Underwood, Vinton, White, Lewis 
Williams, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—72. 
NAYS —Messrs. Ash, Barton, Bean, Beaumont, Bockee, 
Boon, Borden, Bouldin, Bovee, Brige, Brown, Cambre- 
| leng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, John F. H. Claiborne, 
| Cleveland, Coles, Cramer, Cushman, Dickerson, Double- 
| day, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Fairfield, Farlin, ‘Fry, Philo C. 
| Fuller, William K. Fuiler, Galbraith, James Gariand, Gillett, 
Glaseoek, Grantland, Haley, Hamer, Hannegan, Hawes, 
Haynes, Hazeltine, Hoar, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, 
Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph John- 
son, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, 
Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Lansing, 
Laporte, Lawler, Lawrence, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, 
Leonard, Lewis, Logan, Loyall, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job 
Mann, Martin, Wilsam Mason, Moses Mason, May, Mc- 
Keon, McKun, MeLene, Miller, Muhlenberg, Owens, 
Parks, Patterson, Patton, Franklin Pierce, butee J. Pearce, 
Phelps, Pinckney, John aN ae ye Ripley, 
Roane, Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, Sickles, Smith, Speight, 
Sprague, Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomsen, 
Toucey, Turrill, Wagener, Wardwell, Webster, and Elisha 
Whittlesey—108. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. GAMBRELENG, and in 
further gxecution of the special order of the 26th 
of January, the House resolved itself into the 





(Mr. Mann, of New York, in the chair,) and re- 


ropriations for certain fortifications of the United 
States for the year 1836. , 
The question pending being on the motion of 


| an item of $700,000 for the armament of the for- 
tifications, and the amendment of Mr. Mercer 
thereto, *‘ authorizing the President of the United 
States to expend so much of said sum as he may 
deem expedient for the purpose of establishing a 
national foundery for cannon.”’ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD resumed his remarks on 
the subject of the distribution of the surplus rev- 
enue and the various topics heretofore brought 
into the discussion. He commenced by advert- 
ing to what is called the wire-drawn distinctions 





|| between what was considered to be, or ** vetoed’’ 


| to be, national, and what was not. For instance, 
the Cumberland road, costing millions, was a 
national work, whereas the Maysville road, cost- 
ing a few hundred thousand dollars, was not na- 
tional. The same nice and wire-drawn distinctions 
were carried out and applied in reference to im- 
provements in the navigation of rivers. He then 
entered into a review of the principles and details 
of the land scheme, showing that for purposes of 
|| education, seats of government, &c., the new 
|| States had already received no less than thirteen 
millions and a half of acres of land, which at the 
the minimum price would amount to about 

$17,000,000. Adding thereto the $5,000,000 ex- 
|| pended on the Cumberland road, the new States 
vad in all received, directly from the General 
Government, upwards of $22,000,000. Yet, uot 
content with this, they were still asking for more, 
and were opposing every measure by which the 
old States were to have any participation in this 
common fund arising from the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands. He then entered at 





| 
| 


| 











| tary 


large into the important advantages resulting from 
works of internal improvement, in facilitatin 
communication from one point to another, an 
cited a letter of General Jesup on the importance 
of canals for the transmission of men and mili- 
stores. 

r. U. contended that the Government had 
acted injudiciously in abandoning and repudiatin 
the principle of holding stocks, both in point o 
efficiency and economy, and alluded to the case 
of the Bank of the Commonwealth of Kentucky 
in support of his argument. He referred to the 
various projects contained in the present bill for 
the purchase of sites for new. fortifications, in 
other bills for the erection of custom-houses, the 
plan for a new Treasury building, &., the object 
of all of which was to squander the public money, 
and augment executive patronage. He then 
peo ten project to reduce and graduate the 
price of the public lands, which he maintained 
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was unconstitutional, unjust, and partial, inas- || 


much as it was for the benefit of the 


classes alone, to the exclusion of all the others; || 
and, moreover, it was proposing a donation by || 


giving the actual settler the difference between 
the sum paid and the real value of the land. It 
would also be holding out greater inducements to | 
speculators and capitalists to hunt up and hire 
emigrants and foreigners to settle upon the public 
jands for the benefit of their employers. He was 
assured, that it would result in making the rich 
richer, produce a total absorption of the public 
domain in the hands of capitalists, and be of no 
benefit to the poor and industrious man; but, on 
the contrary, would render him the creature of 
his employer. That measure would produce one 
general system of fraud. In opposition to this 
measure he dwelt at length, contending that it 
would be unjust, if practicable, but that it was 
also impracticable. ‘The time had not come when 
it was necessary to graduate the price of the pub- 
lic lands. If nothing was left but pine barrens | 
and flints, he would have no objection to graduate 
their price; but so long as we had good lands to 
dispose of, he was convinced the best, the most 
jodieioun, and the only just plan was to dispose 
of them to the highest bidder. He disclaimed all 
desire to connect this important measure with the 
subject of President-making, or with any other 
of the little petty squabbles of the day. He hoped 
a matter of such grave consideration would be 
disgussed apart from such disputes. 

He repudiated the idea that the situation of the 
country demanded a large expenditure for the pur- 
poses of defense, by contrasting the present condi- 
tion of the country with that of former periods of 
our history. In 1811, on the eve of a war with 
the most powerful nation of the globe, in a naval 
point of view, we had a revenue of $13,000,000; 
it is now more than double thatamount. [n 1811, 


Pour population was a little over seven millions. 


At present it might be safely estimated at eighteen 
millions. 
lic debt of upwards of $45,000,000. 
only have we no public debt, but a large accruing 
surplus. In 1811 our Navy consisted of fifteen 


vessels in commission, viz: five frigates, eight || 


sloops, and two schooners, with no ship of the | 
line, and 348 guns; in ordinary we had five worn- | 
out vessels, with 172 guns. Totrl, 20 vessels, | 
and 520 guns. ; 

In 1836, according to the information furnished | 
by the proper Department, we had in commission 
one ship of 74 guns, four frigates of 44 guns, nine 
sloops of 18 guns; in ordinary, five ships of the 
line, four frigates, five sloops, and one schooner; 
being a total in commission of nineteen veseels of 
war, mounting 472 guns, and in ordinary fifteen 
vessels, with 648 guns; making, in 18)], twenty | 
vessels, and 520 guns; while, in 1836, we had 
thirty-four vessels, and 1,120 guns, without enu- | 
merating those now on the stocks, being five ships 
of the line, seven frigates of 44 guns each, and | 
one steam war vessel. He then drew a contrast 
of the numbers of militia between the two periods, 
the state and number of the fortifications, the 
resources and condition of the country, to show 
that there was no cause of alarm in case of attack 
by any foreign Power. 

Mr. U. then reviewed many of the arguments 
urged by gentlemen who had preceded him in 
the debate, especially of one of the gentlemen 


| 
| 


from New York, [Mr. Maww,] and the gentle- | undefined appropriations. 


man from South Carolina, [Mr. Picxens.] He 
expressed his regret that the latter gentleman 


should have broached and advocated the doctrine || would be necessary; 


of nullification. Mr. U. maintained that General | 
Jackson was a great supporter of that doctrine, 


except when South Carolina was not concerned, | 
though he once wrote a complimentary letter to 
Governor Haynes, and franked that gentleman’s’| 


| 
speech all over the country as an exposition of | 
his own principles. 


Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, then obtained the 


ricultural || floor, and expressed a wish to offer an amend- 


ment. 
The CHAIR said no amendment would be in 
order until the amendment of the gentleman from 


| Virginia, [Mr. Mercer,] to the amendment of 


the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Campre- 
LENG,] was first disposed of. 
Mr. MERCER then withdrew his amendment 


| to enable the gentleman from’ Kentucky to sub- 


mit his proposition. 

Mr. ALLAN then moved, as an amendment, 
an additional section to the bill of great length, 
the substance of which was as follows: A general 
reduction of salaries of officers of the Govern- 
ment. To the Vice President of the United States, 
$4,000; to each of the Secretaries of State, Treas- 
ury, War,and Navy, $4,000; tothe Attorney Gen- 
eral, $3,000; to the Postmaster General, $4,000; 
to each of the Assistant Postmasters General, 
$1,800; to each of the Comptrollers of the Treas- 
ury, $2,000; to the Solicitor of the Treasury, 


| $2,000; to the Register of the Treasury, $2,000; to 


In 1811 we were burdened with a pub- || 
In 1836 not |! 


the Treasurer, $2,000; to the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, $2,000; to the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, $2,000; and twenty-five per 
cent. per annum to be deducted from the compen- 
sation of all the clerks in the different Depart- 
ments, so that no reduction reduce the salary 
below $800 a year. From the compensation of all 


the officers of the customs twenty-five per cent., | 


with sundry restrictions as to the amount of their | 
That members of, and delegates to, || 
Congress shall receive six dollars per da , and || 
six dollars for every twenty miles’ travel. To || 
the Secretary of the Senate, and Clerk of the || 
House of Representatives, $2,000; and a deduc- | 


salaries. 


tion of twenty-five per cent. from the salaries of 
their clerks. And that after the present term 


the salary of the President of the United States | 
shall be $15,000 per annum: providing, also, that | 


the custom-house at New York should not cost 
over the sum of $500,000. 

Mr. ANTHONY inquired if the amendment 
| was in order? 

The CHAIR decided that it was not. The 
subject of the proposition was not embraced in 
the order of the 26th of January; and it was also 
out of order on another ground, because it did not 
a HET to the subject then under consideration. 

Mr. ALLAN then proceeded to address the 


ment, as well as on the various subjects brought 


| out in the discussions of the present and the last 


session. Headverted to the conduct of the Pres- 


ident of the United States, who, upon an unde- 
| fined appropriation of $600,000 for the construc- 


tion of a bridge across the Potomac, thought 
himself justified in entering into a contract that 


of $4,700,000 at least. Fortunately for the coun- 
try, the fact came to the knowledge of the gentle- 


the evils produced by the operation of the pre- 





| 





He adduced the original appropriation for the 
erection of a custom-house at New York, as 
another proof of the evil of cutting off amend- 
ments, provisoes, or limitations to, and making 
The original bill pro- 
posed $200,000 for the erection of that building, 
and every one thought that sum to be all that 

et the next session $300,000 
more was asked forand voted, and again $300,000 


more. He entered into a minute statement on 


this subject, and produced the correspondence 
between himself and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury on the subject. 

r. A. then proceeded to reply to the argu- 


General Jackson had gone || ments of the various gentlemen who had here- 


‘‘up to the hub’ in nullification, when Georgia || tofore spoken, particularly Messrs. CAMBRELENG, 


was concerned, and he had again and again set || Frencn, and Gartanp of Virginia. 


He re- 


at defiance all the treaties rnade there with the || viewed at length the measures of the event 


unfortunate Indians. Mr. U. then entered into 
an examination of the causes of the Indian war, | 


and ascribed them to the conduct of their white | 
neighbors. 





Administration, since the election of 
Jackson, with regard to internal improvements 
' and Indian treaties. He condemned the course 


He had no doubt that the Seminole || in relation to the latter, the effect of which was 


war was brought on only by the imprisonment and } beginning to be developed in Florida, and among 
' 


cruel treatment of Osceola. 


the Creeks. “He asked his colleague, [{Mr. 


onions 


committee at length omthe subject of his amend- | 


| would have involved an expenditure of upwards | 


man from Virginia, [Mr. Mercer,] and the result | 
of his vigilance had been the present good, sub- | 
stantial, and sufficient bridge, costing a trifle over | 
$100,000. This was, or was likely to be, one of | 


vious question cutting off all amendments to bills. || 


: by Mr. HALL of Vermont, Mr. BEAUMONT, 


| Frencn,|] how had he been seconded by his 
party in that House? His colleague had moved 
to take up the bill providing for the old soldiers, 
His party relesed: to second him. His party 
had gone so far as to treat the solemn resolutions 
of the Legislature of the State of Kentucky with 
contempt, by laying them on the table. His col. 
league was specially charged to get an a pro- 
| riation for the road from the mouth of Big 
| Sandy; would his party aid him? Mr. A, was 
| sure they would not. Although they had voted 
away twenty millions for other objects, his col- 
| league would fail to get their votes for a great 
| work in which his whole State was interested, 

Mr. A. then went at large into the subject of 
his amendment. He avowed himself to be an 
| advocate of a strong Executive, but still he would 
| bring down all the Federal salaries, from the high. 
/est to the lowest, to a level with those in the 
| States. What a contrast was presented by the 

present Federal officers and their splendid palaces, 
| and the moderation and simplicity of the days 

of Washington and Franklin! The President 
| of the United States received an annual salary 
amounting to as much as the salaries of the Goy- 
ernors of sixteen States in the Union. It was 
the high salaries paid to the Government officers, 
together with the combination of their power, 
that had, in a great measure, brought on the 
present corrupt situation of the country—in the 
words of the gentleman from New York, “a 
general national gambling-house.’’ He adverted 
to the present mode of keeping the public mon- 
eys, with about one hundred millions directly 
and indirectly distributed over the country among 
a variety of small banks. The poe ad now 
no control over their money; and all inquiry into 
it had been again and again refused to their rep- 
resentatives. Take this immense power, com- 
bined with the power of the Government presses 
throughout the country, both of which would 
naturally be on the side of power, and well might 
it be said that the liberties of the people were in 
danger. He wanted to see the press and the 
Treasury both disconnected from the Executive. 
After dwelling upon these topics for some time, 
Mr. A. concluded. 

Mr. CARTER then obtained the floor. He said 
| it was not originally his intention to have said a 
word on the subject of the bill under consideration, 
but the recent course of the House on the subject 
of another bill, in which his constituents were 
deeply and vitally interested, warned him that this 
| was probably the only opportunity that would be 
afforded him during the present session, of dis- 
cussing the merits of that proposition, the ‘land 
bill.”” After a cursory review of the subject of 
the bill under debate, Mr. C. went at length into 
the principles of the former measure. 

When Mr. C. concluded his remarks, 

Mr. INGERSOLL obtained the floor, but gave 
way to 

Mr. GRAVES, who moved that the commit- 
tee rise; which was decided in the negative—ayes 
30, noes 82. No quorum voting, a second court 
was had when there appeared—ayes 25, noes 103. 

So the committee refused to rise; and a quorum 
being present, 

Mr. INGERSOLL proceeded to address the 
House at length on the subject of the public rev- 
enue, and in favor of the distribution of the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands among the States; a 
| measure while, he contended, was of paramount 
importance and utility. Mr. I. went on to say 
| that he was in favor of a large increase of our 
| naval force, and of aenenne as much for the 
| defenses of the country as could be judiciously 

expended within the current year. 
| he discussion was further continued at le 








| 











and Mr. JENIFER.. 

Mr. EVERETT then moved to amend the 
amendmennt pending for $700,000 for the arma- 
ment of the fortifications, by noes sum to 

x Messrs. 


$300,000; which, after some remarks f 
an 
’ 


'CAMBRELENG, WISE, MERC 


eneral || PHILLIPS, was lost. 


1 Mr. GRANGER moved to reduce the sum to 
|, $500,000; which was lost. 


The amendment was then d to. 


__ Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, then moved a variety of ame 
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